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To Corrusronpents.— All letters intended for publica 
tion in the “ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authen- 
ticated by the name of the writer. The Editor cannot 
undertake to return MSS. forwarded to him. 








CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mr. Witt1am Bracn Lawrence, the eminent inter- 
national lawyer, has reprinted from the North American 
Review a very able article on the international obligations 
of the United States, more especially with reference to 
the question of the recent Russian proceedings. Al- 
though the question has, happily, lost its immediate 
interest, we may refer more at length hereafter to the 
main argument of the article, but it is desirable to 
notice at once the explanation Mr. Lawrence gives of a 
case to which we drew attention some little time 
ago as a precedent for the United States’ Govern. 
ment taking action under its municipal law to 
stop. the fitting out of cruisers before war was 
actually declared between England and Russia. In 
Dana’s Wheaton, p. 561(n), itis stated that a steamer fitted 
out at New York by the German Confederation to be used 
48 a vessel of war “was not permitted to proceed to 





Germany until security had been given that she should 
not be employed as a vessel of war during hostilities with 
Denmark during periods of armistice.” On this Mr, 
Lawrence says :—‘‘ I am aware that the case of a steamer 
intended to be purchased on account of the German 
Government, which arose in 1849, is supposed to be in- 
consistent with the statement that the Neutrality Act 
cannot be applied to the public ships of a foreign 
sovereign. This case was brought to general notice in 
a late number of the Soricrrors’ Journat (vol. 22, p. 
560, referring to a note in Mr. Dana’s edition of 
Wheaton, p. 561, note 218). As the note [in Dana] is 
the same in substance, and has the same citations as 
note 38, page 95 of Lawrence’s Wheaton, the case had 
not escaped my attention. On examining the “ Con- 
gressional Documents,” it will be seen that there is no 
attempt to apply a statute of the United States to the 
German Empire, or to exercise jurisdiction over a public 
ship of that country, but that the vessel in question never 
was a German ship-of-war, no title ever having passed out 
of the American owner. Nor was it intended that it should 
do so while the vessel remained in port. The Danish minis- 
ter, in his note to the Secretary of State, April 2, 1849, says 
that a vessel had been bought for account of the Central 
Government of Germany to be converted here into a 
war-steamer and fitted out as such, yet, ‘under the 
express stipulation of retaining her American character 
until delivered in a German port, so as to have the pro« 
tection of the American flag in crossing the ocean.’ In 
this view of the matter the American owner, who was 
the legal proprietor, as well as his vessel, might have 
been within the cognizance of the Neutrality Act ; but 
its provisions would have had no effect as to a public 
ship-of-war of the German Empire, wherever built, 
which had been duly commissioned by the sovereign 
power of that country, and bore its flag.” 


Ir 1s To BE HOPED that the lamentable case recently 
before the Worship-street Police-court will dispel the 
mischievous popular notion that it is allowable under all 
circumstances to shoot at a person forcibly entering a 
dwelling-house at night. The idea may perhaps have 
had its origin in the old statute, 24 Hen. 8, c. 5, which 
provided that “ whoever shall be indicted for the death 
of such evil-disposed person or persons attempting 
. burglarily [sic] to break mansion houses ‘as afore- 
said, shall not forfeit any lands, tenements, goods, or 
chattels, but shall be thereof and for the same fully ac- 
quitted and discharged.” But the law in those early 
times, as an ingenious writer has expressed it, respected 
“ the infirmities and imbecilities of human nature where 
certain provocations are given’”’ to a greater extent than 
it does at the present day. The statute of Hen. 8 
was repealed by 9 Geo. 4, c. 31; and although it has been 
said to be only in affirmance of the common law, 
and Foster lays it down (C. C. 274) that in case 
**an attempt is made to commit burglary in the habita- 
tion, the owner or any part of his family, or even a 
lodger with him, may lawfully kill the assailants for 
preventing the mischief intended” ; yet this statement 
must be taken in connection with what the same learned 
author says on the previous page:—‘‘In the case of 
justifiable self-defence the injured party may repel force 
by force in defence of his person, habitation, or prop- 
erty against one who manifestly intendeth and en- 
deavoureth by violence or surprise to commit a known 
felony upon either.” As Holroyd,J.,saidin Meade’s case (1 
Lewin C. 0. 184),“‘aman is not authorized to fire a pistol 
on every intrusion or invasion of his dwelling-house 
which may be made forcibly at night; he ought, if he 
has a reasonable opportunity, to endeavour to remove 
the trespasser without having recourse to the last ex- 
tremity.” At all events,in order to excuse or justify 
shooting at a burglar, there must be reasonable ground 
from his acts.to believe that he intends to carry out his 
design by open force, 

40 
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‘Wiruin THE tast two or three years the Master of the 
Rolls has done much to clear up the law in respect 
of rights of way, and in Cannon v. Villars (26 
‘W. R. 751) he gave a very useful exposition of the 
presumption as to the kind of way intended to be 
granted where there are no express provisions on the 
subject in the grant. Doesthe grant of a right of way 
per se mean @ foot-way, a horse-way, or a carriage-way ? 
The Master of the Rolls says that, prima facie, the 
grant of a right of way is to be construed as having 
regard (1) to the nature of the road over which it 
is granted and (2) to the purpose for which it is in- 
tended to be used, and both those circumstances may be 
legitimately called in aid in determining whether it is a 
right of way restricted to foot passengers, or restricted to 
foot passengers and horsemen or cattle, or a general right 
of way for carts, horses, carriages, and everything else. 
In the case of a right of way granted over a metalled 
road, with pavement on both sides, existing at the time 
of the grant, the presumption would be that it was 
intended to be used for the passage, not only of foot 
passengers, but of horsemen and carts. If the right of 
‘way were granted along a piece of land capable of being 
used for the passage of carriages, and the grant was a 
right of way to a place which is stated on the face of 
the grant to be intended to be used, or to be then 
actually used, for a purpose which would necessarily or 
reasonably require the passing of carriages, it must be 
assumed that the grant of the right of way was in- 
ténded to be effectual for the purpose for which it was 
designed to be used or was actually used. If, on the 
other hand, the road over which the grant of right of 
Way was made, was paved only with flagstones, and was 
too narrow for a cart or carriage, and was only a way used 
to a field, the physical circumstances showed that the 
right of way was a right for foot passengers or horses 
only. The question still remains as to the relative 
important of these tests when (as may be imagined to 
be the case) they are in conflict. 





Many oF OUR READERS would observe with great regret 
the announcement in our columns last week of the death 
of Mr. John Smale Torr, of the firm of Torr, Janeway, 
Tagart, & Co. Mr. Torr’s ability and geniality were 
too well known to need recounting here ; but we cannot 
omit to acknowledge the valuable assistance his accu- 
rate pen and extensive information rendered on several 
occasions in the columns of this journal. He was 
widely popular among his brethren, and for good 
Teasons, even apart from his personal qualities. He 
was one of the most active members of the Metro- 
politan and Provincial Law Association, and one of 
the original promoters, and subsequently director and 
trustee, of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, in the 
prosperity of which he took the liveliest interest. He 
was, we believe, engaged in practice up to within a 
fortnight of his lamented death. 





Tue Duxe or Connavcut's Establishment Bill follows 
very closely the form of the Duke of Edinburgh’s 
Annuity Act (36 & 37 Vict.c. 80), and includes the 
provision, which also appeared in the Act for granting an 
annuity to Prince Arthur (34 & 35 Vict. c, 64), that 
“the annuities granted in pursuance of this Act shall, if 
her Majesty think fit so to direct, be personal and in- 
alienable provisions.” A similar clause was inserted 
in Prince Leopold’s Annuity Act (37 & 38 Vict. c. 65) ; 
but not in the Act to enable her Majesty to provide for 
the establishment of the Prince of Wales (26 & 27 
Vict. c, 1), which last Act, however, gives the annuity 
of the Princess to her sole and separate use without 
power of anticipation. 








SECRET TRUSTS FOR CHARITIES. 


Lorp Expon in 1801 said that the law ‘‘ will not permit 
secret agreements [between a testator and his devises 

to evade what upon grounds of public policy is estab- 
lished (Muckleston v. Brown, 6 Ves. at p. 69). And the: 
cases of Wallgrave v. Tebbs (4 W. R. 194,2 K. &J, 
813); and Tee v. Ferris (4 W. R. 352, 2 K. & J. 357); 
affirmed in Jones v. Badley (16 W. R. 713), which 
are often supposed to have established an exception to. 
the old rule, in reality only showed the accuracy of 
Lord Eldon’s statement. All these cases decided was 
that in order to constitute an evasion of the Act of Geo. 2, 
there must be an understanding between the testator ang 
the devisee. This understanding need not be express, for, 
as Wood, V.C. said, in Wallgrave v. Tebbs, “ When a 
person, knowing that a testator in making a disposition 
in his favour intends it to be applied for purposes other 
than his own benefit, either expressly promises, or by 
silence implies, that he will carry the testator’s intention 


of that promise or undertaking, it is in effect a case of 
trust.” That is to say, if the devisee, knowing during 
the testator’s lifetime of his intention that the property 
devised shall be devoted to a charitable purpose, says 
nothing, he is taken to impliedly promise that he will 
carry that intention into effect. It is natural that the 
knowledge or ignorance of the devisee during the life 
of the testator of his charitable intentions should have 
been often considered as the real test of the validity of 
the devise. It is, of course, the test in this sense that 
if there is no such knowledge there can be no secret 
trust. Thus Lord Justice Turner said in Russell y, 
Jackson (10 Hare, 204):—‘ Here the devisees knew 
nothing of the testator’s intention until after his death. 
That the testator desired and was most anxious to heve 
his intentions carried out is clear. But it is equally 
clear that he has suppressed everything illegal. . . . 
If I knew perfectly well that a testator, in making me 
a bequest absolute on the face of the will, intended it 
to be applied for the benefit of a natural child, of whom 
he was not known to be the father, provided that inten- 
tion had not been communicated to me during the te 
tator’s life, the validity of the bequest as an absolute 
bequest to.me could not be questioned. . . . Upor 
the face of this will the devisees are entitled to the prop- 
erty in question for their own absolute benefit. The 


show that during the testator’s lifetime there was any 


devisees, or any communication which could be construct 


effect.” 


questions as to be answered in these cases. First, Did 


question is answered in the affirmative, Was the testator’s 


the purpose intended by the testator? This last question 


J. & H. at p. 366); but as regards affirmative proof of 
the charitable trust, it is obviously of little value. Mere 
knowledge and silence are enough to constitute an accep 
ance of the trust: (Zee v. Ferris; see alao Springett ¥- 
Jennings L. R. 10 Eq. 488); it is, therefore, enough 
prove knowledge. It is only as regards the evidence 
disprove a trust that this last question can be of any im- 





there is surprisingly little authority. 





into effect, and the property is left to him upon the faith. | 


statute prevents the court from looking at the paper | 
writing in which the testator’s intentions are expressed; ” 
and the parties seeking to avoid the devise have failed to © 


bargain or understanding between the testator and the | 


into a trust that they would apply the property in such | 
@ manner as to carry the testator’s intentions into 


But, in Jones v. Badley, Lord Cairns specified three 


the testator, so far as his own mind and intention were © 
concerned, devise in order that the devisee might take, 7 
not beneficially, but as trustee for the accomplishment | 
of some charitable purpose? And, secondly, if the first | 


mind and intention in this respect made known before | 
his death to the devisee? And, thirdly, Was the devise | 
accepted by the devisee expressly or tacitly as a trust for | 


was also suggested by Wood, V.C., in Moss v. Cooper (1 | 


portance ; and upon the effect of this last kind of eyidenc® 
In the recent case 
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of Robotham v. Dunnett (26 W. R. 529), bowever, the 
question came before Vice-Chancellor Malins. 

The leading facts of the case, as admitted or proved, 
appear to have been these :—A testatrix executed a will 
containing various charitable bequests, which was pre- 
pared by her solicitor. This gentleman sometime after- 
wards wrote her a letter, in which he said, ‘I have 
many times considered the matter, and the conclusion I 
have come to is that the will as now made cannot be 
supported. The only certain way I can suggest in which 

our wishes in favour of the various charities could be 
carried out, is to insure your life for the requisite sum, 
asa policy of insurance is not within the Mortmain Act, 
and the money receivable from the policy might be 
applied to the desired objects. . . . There is another 
way which might perhaps answer: that is, by giving 
your trustees a discretionary power as to the application 
of the proposed charitable fund. . . . The law isso 
very jealous of land, or money arising from the sale of 
jand, which is the same thing, being given by will to 
charitable purposes, that every precaution is requisite.” 
A few months afterwards another will was prepared by 
the solicitor, by which the testatrix devised all her 
real estate to the writer of this letter and - another 
trustee, upon trust to sell, and hold the residue in 
equal shares, “not in their character of trustees 
or executors, but for their own respective personal 
use and benefit absolutely, without any trust, restriction, 
or condition whatsoever.” And on the same day that 
she signed the will the testatrix signed a declaration, 
admitted to have been drawn by the solicitor and 
written out, by one of his clerks, in which, reciting 
the bequest of the residue of the proceeds of sale, she 
said:—‘‘I have made this bequest to enable the said 
D. D. and J. M. if they shall think fit, but not 
otherwise, to benefit the funds of certain public 
institutions in which they are aware I take an interest ; 
but I hereby expressly declare that I have not im- 
posed any secret trust or confidence upon the said 
D. D. and J. M. in regard to such institutions, 
nor have they or any of them given me any express 
promise or assent, or impliedly made any promise or 
assent, to devote the whole or any portion of the 
moneys so bequeathed to them for the benefit of such 
public institutions or any of them, and I. declare 
that with regard to the application of the moneys so be- 
queathed to the said D. D. and J. M. itis my wish and 
intention that they should have the most entire and 
uncontrolled discretion.” 


One of the trustees was unaware of the charitable 
intentions of the testatrix till after her death, and he 
may therefore be dismissed from consideration. But as 
regards the other, the state of circumstances appears 
to have been this. He suggested to the testatrix a mode 
of evading the Act of Geo. 2, so as to enable her to 
carry out her desire to leave her property to the 
“various charities” specified by her; he was one of the 
trustees to whom the property was left in pursuance of 
this suggestion; he admitted his belief that the testa- 
trix “ expected that the trustees would apply the prop- 
erty devised and bequeathed to them to some good and 
useful, but not necessarily charitable, purpose.” It 
seems difficult to doubt, even if the testatrix had signed 
@ dozen declarations written out by the solicitor’s clerk, 
that she did believe that her solicitor, who had advised 
her to adopt this course, and who was no doubt known 
to her and trusted by her as a man of integrity, would 
honourably and scrupulously fulfil the charitable wishes 
Which she had made known to him, even though she de- 
clared him to be unfettered. It seems difficult to doubt 
that this belief was the motive of the absolute be- 
quest to the solicitor and his colleague. Vice-Chancellor 

» however, did not come to this conclusion. He 
Was ‘‘ satisfied, on consideration of the whole evidence 
and circumstances, that, although the testatrix hoped 
and believed that the defendants would apply the prop- 
erty in a manner consonant with her views and wishes, 








she did not impose, and did not intend to impose, any 
obligation upon them.” Having at the commencement 
of his judgment stated the question for decision as 
being, as to the solicitor,“ whether he expressly, 
or by implication, led the testatrix to believe that 
the property would be applied by him to charit- 
able purposes; if he did, there is « resulting trust for 
the heir-at-law as to the real estate, and for the next of 
kin as to the impure personal estate,” the Vice-Chan- 
cellor concluded his judgment by saying that the testa- 
trix did “‘ hope and believe that the defendants would 
apply the property in a manner consonant with her 
wishes.” Nevertheless he held that there was no secret 
trust and no resulting trust; and that the action must be 
dismissed. 

The result of this case appears to be that the court, 
in deciding whether a secret trust is created, will not 
take into consideration the obligation of honour 
arising from the knowledge by the devisee ‘in the life- 
time of the testator that the latter “ hoped and believed ” 
that, although expressly unfettered, the devisee would 
apply the property devised in a particular way. The 
court having amiably bent its eye to receive the dust 
thrown into it in the shape of ‘‘ declarations ” that there 
is no intention to impose a binding obligation, finds itself 
unable to discover any secret trust. 





=. 





General Currespoanvence. 


“ TEGAL ACCOUNTANTS.” 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Will you allow us to expose in your columns 
the very latest ‘‘ dodge” of the genus “ accountant” for 
evading the rules (few and feeble enough in all con- 
science) devised by the Legislature as a sort of protec- 
tion for solicitors against the inroads of their illicit 
competitors ? 

The defendant in an action just commenced by us 
persistently referred us to one of these gentry as to the 
proceedings, though we pointed out that nobody but a 
solicitor could accept service of writ on his behalf. : 

On searching appearance we find that the defendant 
has appeared in person, but gives as the address for ser- 
vice the office of theaforesaid accountant, notwithstanding 
that defendant’s own place of abode is within a few steps 
of our office, and within the statutory limit. 

Comment is needless. 

Puiartirrs’ Soicrrors. 








At the Leeds Assizes, on Friday week, Richard Myers, a 
solicitor ; Charles Welham, a butcher; and Benjamin Joy, 
a manufacturer, were charged with forging the will of James 
Hadfield, deceased. The jury found a verdict of guilty. 
Myers was sentenced to fifteen years’ penal servitude, Joy 
to fifteen years’ penal servitude, and Welham to seven years’ 
penal servitude. 


On Friday week, in the House of Commons, Sir G. Camp- 
bell asked the Lord Advocate whether it was a fact that Lord 
Craighill bad declined to sit in court beyond hilf-past one 
o’clock because a vacant clerkship in his court had not been 
filled up, and whether it was the intention of the Govern- 
ment to fill up the vacancy. The Lord Advocate was 
understood to say that it was the intention of the Govern- 
ment to make provision for the performance of the clerical 
duties referred to by the hon. baronet. By the statate 1 
and 2 Vict., c. 118, two clerks were to be appointed. The 
duty of one of them was to attend about two o'clock ; but the 
Act provided that it should be competent to the Lord 
President, on application by any lord ordinary, to direct that 
any ordinary jeter clerk, or any official m receiving 
compensation or retired allowance under the Act, should 
discharge such duty in the absence of the clerk. It was, he 
thought, to be regretted that any inconvenience should have 
been occasioned to the public on Saturday last. 
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Cases uf the Week. 


Lrqumation Perrrion—MispescriPTion or DEBTOR— 
Vauprry or Resotvrions—ReeisTRaTION—DeEFEcT OF 
SupstaNCE—AMENDMENT OF PETITION—BANKRUPTCY ACT, 
1869, ss. 82, 125—Banxruprcy Ruuss, 1870, mr. 208, 252, 
257, 295—Banxrurtcy Forms, 1870, Nos. 106, 111.—In a 
case of Ex parte Jerningham, before the Court of Appeal on 
25th of July, an important question arose with regard to the 
effect of an incorrect or insufficient description of the debtor 
in a liquidation petition upon the validity of the resolutions 

ed by his creditors. A debtor, who wasa civil engineer, 
and who had an office in Westminster for the purposes of that 
business (which, however, he had practically discontinued 
before he filed his petition), but whose private residence was 
in Kensington, filed a liquidation petition, in which he 
described himself only by his business address, making no 
mention of his private residence. The creditors resolved 
upon a liquidation by arrangement, but the registration of 
the resolution was opposed by one of the dissentient creditors, 
whose debt had been contracted by the debtor for the 

urposes of his business and at his business office. 

Registrar Spring-Rice refused to allow the registration, on 
the ground that the debtor had not been properly described 
in the petition, and this decision was affirmed by the 
Court of Appeal (James, Brett, end Cotton, L.JJ.). It 
was urged that the defect was a merely formal one, and that 
no injustice had been caused by it, and that, therefore, 
according to section 82, the proceedings were not invalidated 
by the irregularity. The court, however, held that the 
defect was one of substance. They said that it was most 
important thet full notice of the meeting of the creditors 
should be given to all the creditors, and, inasmuch as the 
advertisement of the meeting in the Gazette, given under the 
provisions of rule 257 and form No. 111, followed the terms of 
the petition, there was no security that the creditors, whose 
debts had been contracted at the debtor’s private residence, 
would know from the advertisement that the debtor whose 
creditors were about to mect was the person with whom they 
had dealt. The court was then asked to ailow the petition 
to be amended, and a new advertisement of a fresh first 
mecting to be issued, under the power given by rule 208. 
The court, however, refused to allow this, saying that to do 
so might open the door to fraud, and might interfere with 
the rights of the epposing creditors, who had levied an execu- 
tion on goods of the debtor. 


oY 


Winvinc up—Prorrety anp Income-Tax—Pxriontty— 
Companies Act, 1862, ss. 133, 163.—In a case of In re 
Henley & Company, before the Court of Appeal on the 29th 
of July, the question arose whether, where a company wes 
in voluntary liquidation, income-tax which became due in 
respect of premises occupied by the company before the 
commencement of the winding up, had priority over other 
debts of the company. Malins, V.C., held that the Crown 
must rank vari passu with the other creditors, there being 
nO priority given to taxes by the Winding-up Act as there 
is by the Bankraptcy Act, 1869. The Court of Appeal 
(James, Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.), however, held that the 
rights of the Crown are not affected by the provisions of 
the Windiog-up Act, and that even if the debt for income- 

ax was nothing but asimple contract debt, yet, as it was 

a debt due to the Crown, it was entitled to priority over all 
the otber simple contract debts. The liquidator was ac- 
cordingly ordered to pay the income-tex out of the assets 
of the company in priority to the other debts. 


Varevisc Orprr or Covrr—Ommesion or Panty to 
Asx For Costs—Duty or Covet.—In a case of Bryant v. 
Herbert, before the Court of Appeal on the 31st of July, on 
application was made to add to a previous order of the court 
under the following circumstances. The court had reversed 
an order made by the Common Pleas Division, and the order 
on the a6 drawn wp gave the the costs of the 

4id not give him the costs of his application to the 

Pless Division. The Court of was now asked 

‘te add to the order a direction that the appellant was to have 
these cons. It was admitted on the part of the respondent 


t according to the of the court, the 
oe = oe entitled to the costs for "which now 


= 
asked, if he had asked for them at the time when judgment 
was given on the appeal; but it was urged that the 

why the order did not give them was that the appellant haj 
omitted to ask for them on the hearing of the appeal, ang 
that, as he had omitted to doso, he could not aft 

have the order altered in his favour. The court (J: 
M.R., and Brett and Cotton, L,JJ.) did not accede to 
view, but altered the order in the way asked for by th 
appellant. Jessel, M.R., said that it is the duty of the 
court to make the proper order without being asked. 
counsel to do so. ‘Tbe duty of counsel is to state the 

on which he relies, and then it is the duty of the court ty 
make the right order. But no costs of the application 
would be given to either side. In another case, however, gf 
Attenborough v. The London and St. Katherine Dog 
Company, where a somewhat similar application was 

the court ordered the unsuccessful party to pay the cost, 
Jessel, M.R., observing that the appellant had not been ty 
blame at.all, but the fault had been with the court orth 
registrar. Somebody must pay the costs of setting right the 
slip which had been made, and it was proper that the up. 
successful party should do so. 


CraAim AND CounTER-cLAIM — TriaL — InQuretizs x 
CuHAMBERS—SpPEcIAL RerereE.—In a case of Farrow y, 
Wilson, before the Court of Appeal on the 3ist of July, the 
action was brought for the administration of the estate of, 
testator, and there was a counter-claim by one of the defeni. 
ants, who was the widow of the testator and tenant for lif 
under his will, to be repaid out of the estate certain sum 
which she alleged that she had expended after his death fr 
the benefit of the estate. The plaintiff, who was a trustes¢ 
the will, denied that the widow had expended the sums ig 
question, or that at any rate she was entitled to repayment 
out of the estate. When the case came on for trial befon 
Hall, V.C., he made the ordinary administration decree in th 
action, but declined, though witnesses were in attendance, tp 
try the counter-claim then, and directed that it should 
made the subject of inquiries in chambers, reserving, how. 
ever, liberty to the defendant to apply to have the inquitis 
taken before a referee with oral evidence. Subsequ 
however, upon a summons being taken out by the defendant 
for that purpose, his lordship ordered that the inquiries 
should be taken in chambers upon affidavit evidence, The 
court (Jessel, M.R., and Brett and Cotton, L.JJ.), said that 
a counter-claim is an action just as much as a claim, and 
ought to be tried in the same way, and ‘the Vice-Chancelie 
ought to have tried it in the ordinary way. The defendant 
ought to have insisted on its being tried, and to have 
pealed from the Vice-Chancellor’s order for inquiries 
chambers. And the court directed certain inquiries to 
made by a special referee, who was to hear oral evidence, 
And they reserved the costs of the appeal, and eo much d 
the costs of the trial before the Vice-Chancellor as related # 
the subject-matter of the counter-claim, to be dealt with by 
the Vice-Chancellor. 


Partra, Demurrer—AMEnpMent—Costs—Orp, 27,% 
1—Orp, 28, x. 8.—In a case of Leader v. Knight, betor 
the Court of Appeal on the 31st of July, the action wa 
brought against a sheriff, claiming damages on the 
that, by the fraudulent misrepresentations of the defendant, 
the plaintiff had been induced to direct the defendant 
withdraw an execution under which he had levied for th 
plaintiff upon the goods of one Baum, a trader. Th 
alleged misrepresentation was that all Baum’s goods bal 
been condemned for the rent of the house in which tha 
were, #0 that the plaintiff’s execution could produce — 
By his statement of defence the defendant denied that 
had made the misrepresentation, and he also said that, @ 
the lat of September, 1876, the day after the levy had bes 
made, Baum filed o liquidation petition, and that the sam 
day the Court of Bankruptcy made an order senrnining ae 
farther proceedings under the execution until after the 
of 8 ber, and on the 9th of September the court com 
tinned the injunction until farther order, and no farther 
order had since been made, Consequently the plaintiff could 
not have sustained any damage. By his reply the p 
aid that on the 29th of September Baum's creditors 
hy 4 a composition ; the resolution was confirmed @ 
the of October, and was registered on the 16th d 





October, The plaintiff might, therefore, have applied 
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4o the Court of Bankruptcy to dissolve the injunc- 
tion, and, but for the misrepresentation of the de- 
fendant, he would have done so, and would have been 


able then to enforce his execution. By his rejoinder 
the defendant said that on the 23rd of December, 1876, 
Jeave was given by the Court of Bankruptcy to Baum to 
gummon a new first meeting of his creditors in lieu of the 
meeting held on the 29th of September. The new meeting 
was held on the 15th of Janugry, 1877, and the creditors 
then resolved on a@ liquidation by arrangement, and ap- 

inted a trustee. The resolutions were registered on the 
‘9nd of February, 1877, and thereupon the resolution for 
composition became of no effect, and the goods which 
had been seized by the defendant vested in the trastee 
freed from the execution. The plaintiff demurred to the 
rejoinder, and the Queen’s Bench Division allowed the 
demurrer, on the ground, in which the Court of Appeal 
(Jessel, M.R., and Brett and Cotton, L.JJ.) concurred, 
that the rejoinder, as it stood, was no answer to the reply, 
‘because, so far as appeared, no application to the Court of 
Bankruptcy to allow a new meeting of Baum’s creditors to 
be summoned was made until the 23rd of December, and 
‘between that date and the registration of the resolutions 
on the 16th of October, there would have been ample time 
for the plaintiff to apply to have the injunction dissolved 
and to realize his execution, and, if he had done go, his 
rights would not havé been altered by the subsequent 
liquidation. But the Court of Appeal gave leave to the 
defendant to amend his rejoinder, because it was stated 
that the real fact was that an application had been made 
to the Court of Bankruptcy two days after the registration 
-of the composition resolutions to vacate the registration, 
and that this was afterwards done, and leave given to 
summon a new first meeting of the creditors. The 
court said that, if that were so, the Court of Bank- 
ruptecy would certainly not have dissolved the in- 
jonction pending the application to set aside the com- 
position resolutions. It was urged that, according to the 
old common law practice, the defendant ought to elect 
either to stand on his pleadings as they were, or to ask for 
Jeave to amend, and that he could not be allowed to argue 
that he was entitled to succeed or his actual pleading, and 
at the same time to ask in the alternative for leave to 
amend. The court, however, said that, having regard to 
the large power of amendment at any stage of the proceed- 
ings given by rule 1 of order 27, there was no objection to 
this alternative contention, which, indeed, was in conformity 
with the old practice of the Court of Chancery. It should 
‘be observed that rule 1 of order 27 only speaks of an anend- 
ment of a “claim, or defence, or reply,” but the court as- 
‘umed that the power of amendment extends equally 
to ‘a subsequent pleading, such as a rejoinder. Jessel, 
MLR,, observed that the case afforded an illustration of 
‘the ‘evil of partial demurrers, and he thought that 
the ‘masters of the common law divisions were quite 
Tight in discouraging them as much as_ possible, 
They only resulted in costs. His lordship said that his own 
practice was to inquire what the real facts were, and to give 
leave toamend. If, in the present case, there had been no 
demurrer, the judge would at the trial have directed an 
amendment of the pleading and the case would have been 
tried on the merits, and a great deal of expense would have 
been saved. The defendant was ordered to pay the costs of 
the demurrer in any event, in accordance with rule 8 of 
order 28, It was urged that no immediate order for pay- 
ment should be made, but that an opportunity should be 
reserved to the defendant to set off the costs of the demurrer 
in cage he should ultimately succeed in the action, The 
court, however, said that the ordinary course must be fol- 
lowed, unless some special ground was shown for deviating 


from it, 


Practice—-Rarerenor To Sprcral Rererer—Juprica- 
‘TURE ACt, 1878, 5. 56.—In a case of Duke of Westminster 
v. Tatlereali; before the Master of the Rolls on the samo 
ove — was made Aone the action might be referred 

surveyors for inquiry and ‘report under séo- 
a Saeben, ame, 1878. The action was one 
) the plaintiff a that the upper part of 

the t's seapedvan: an. Bowed — over his 
‘house to the extent of several inches, oi that the de- 





fendant’s house was erected on an insecure foundation. 
The motion was not consented to. The Master of the Rolls, 
although he had not yet seen the report of the case of 
Dunkirk Colliery Company v. Ellis, Lever, & Co., ante, p. 
565, eaid, from the notices of the case he had examined, the 
Court of Appeal had apparently decided that the report of 
a réferée under section 56 was in-the natare of an award 
of an arbitrator, and could only be set aside-on the sante 
grounds. He had treated such a report as equivalent to @ 
chief clerk’s certificate which he could adopt wholly 
or partially. That was not the view of the appeal court, 
and, therefore, he should for the future only refer actions 
under section 56 where the parties consented. He con- 
sidered that he had no right to delegate his jadicial 
duty without the consent of the parties to a person who 
was in fact an inferior judge. Parties had a right to have 
the decision of the judge himself on their cases; there was 
no reason here why he could not decide the points in dis- 
pute himself, and he should, therefore, refuse the motion. 
Costs to be costs in the action. 


pee 


ComPany—Votuntary WIunpiNnc-up — Set-orr —Com- 
PANIES Act, 1862, ss. 38, 101, 138.—In a case of In re 
Whitehouse & Co., the Master of the Rolls, on the 27th alt., 
gave judgment on an important point of the law of set-off 
which had been argued in chambers and in which he had 
reserved judgment to be delivered in court. The company 
had gone into voluntary liquidation and the liquidator had 
taken out a sammons to enforce payment of two calls from 
two gentlemen of the name of Rose, one made before the 
winding up by the directors, and the other made by 
himself since the windirg up. Messrs. Rose disputed 
payment on the ground of a set-off against the company, 
the one in respect of goods supplied to the company in 
consideration of promissory-notes dishonoured since the 
winding up, the other in respect of a mortgage debt due 
from the company at the date of the winding up. There 
is some conflict of authority on the point in Grissell’s case 
(L. R. 1 Ch. 528). The Court of Appeal held that a sbare- 
holder could not in a winding up set off a debt due to him 
by the company against any calls made; but in Brighton 
Arcade Company v. Dowling (L. R. 3 CO. P. 175), the 
Court of Common Pleas decided that in a volantary liqui- 
dation, as distinguished from one by the court, or under 
supervision, a right of set-off against calls existed, and 
that the onus lay on the liquidator to show some law pre- 
venting the application of the ordinary law of set-off. The 
latter case has been disapproved of by Malins, V.C., in 
Gidbs and West's case (L. R. 10 Eq. 330), and by the 
Court of Appeal in Black § Co.’s case (L. R. 8 Ch. 254). 
The Master of the Rolls, in the courseofa long and elaborate 
judgment on the point, dealt with the question on principle 
and ‘as to the effect on the law of the Act of 1862and the 
authorities. At common law be showed that a right of 
set-off only applied to mutual debts, although that had 
been extended by courts of equity to what was called 
equitable set-off. When a man became bankrupt, there- 
fore, in the absence of statutory provision, a person would 
not be entitled to any set-off against his trustee, as the 
debt was due, not from the latter, but from the bankrupt, 
and it required special provisions in the Bankruptey Acts 
to confer a right of set-off. Then as to companies under 
the Act of 1862. The scope of the Act was to form a general 
fand forthe payment of debts by the liquidator who has 
to distribute the assets amongst the creditors. The obliga- 
tion to contribute was defined by section 38. In his 
opinion a person liable to contribute “to the assets of the 
company ” could have no right of set-off on a debt dae by 
the company itself, and the onws lay upon the man who 
claimed such a right to show that it was éxpressly given 
him. Seovion 38 was applicable to both a compal and 
a voluntary winding up, and in the latter cage the | ty 
to covtribute would be enforced ander section 138, and he 
considered there was no difference between the two oases 
as to any right of set-off. This was further ey, 
shown by section 101, which gave a limited right of set- 
in the cage of an tiniimited company. The authorities were 
somewhat difficult to understand, but it was olear that the 

J Arcade case and Grissell’s case coald not atand to- 
gether, The former dase was in his opinion in direct 
Conflict With the objects of the Companies Act, 1862, 
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anihe considered himself not bound by the decision and 
should not follow it. Messrs. Rose were not entitled to 
any set-off and must pay the fall amount of the calls and 
the costs of the summons. 


PracticE—CounTER-CLamm — STRIKING OUT—SEPARATE 
Ciarmms—Rvutes or Court, 1875, orp. 19, x. 3—MorIon on 
Svummons.—In a case of Naylor v. Farrer, before the Master 
of the Rolls on the 26th ult., a motion was made to strike 
out 8 portion of a counter-claim, on the ground that it could 
nt be conveniently tried in the action. The claim was for 
the dissolution of the partnership between the plaintiff and 
defendant as dealers in artificial manures, and for the usual 
partnership accounts. The portion of the counter-claim 
complained of detailed certain building speculations entered 
into by the plaintiff and defendant, entirely independent of 
the partnership business, and claimed a sum as remunera- 
tion for services rendered by the defendant in superintending 
the plaintiff’s portion of the building work after a partition 
had been made between them, and all accounts in respect 
of the speculation had been otherwise closed. For the 
eunter-claim, the defendant cited Atwood v. Miiler (Weekly 
Notes, 1876, p. 21), before Lindley, J., in chambers, where, 
in an action for rent, the defendant was allowed to set up 
@ counter-claim for butcher's meat supplied to the plaintiff, 
and Macdonald v. Bode (Ib. p. 23), where, in an action on 
@ bill, and where the defendant alleged that the plaintiff 
held the bill solely as trustee for another person, against 
whom he had a claim for commission, Lindley, J., at 
chambers, allowed the counter-claim tostand. The Master 
of the Rolis was of opinion that the original cause of action 
and that raised by the counter-claim were so entirely dis- 
tinct that they could not be “ conveniently disposed of” in 
the same action, and he struck out the part of the counter- 
claim complained of, but without prejudice to the defend- 
ant’s right to bring a fresh action. 


Execution CrepItoR—TRADER—DeEsrT aBovE £50— 
PossEssion-MONEY—BaNKRvuPIcY Act, 1869, s.87.—In a 
case of Ex parte Lithgow, before the Chief Judge on July 
29th, the question arose whether the sheriff, who had seized 
the goods of a trader under a writ of 7. fa. for a judgment 
debt under £50, and who had for some time been 
restrained by injunction from selling the goods, though he 
remained in possession of them, was entitled to charge 
any possession-money after the injunction had been 

nted. The injunction was ultimately removed, and the 
sheriff gold the goods. The sheriff did not claim any pos- 
session-money for the period during which the injunction 
was in force, but he claimed one day’s posgession-money 
after the removal of the injunction, and, if that claim was 
admitted, the sum to be levied was brought above £50, and 
the trustee was entitled under section 87 to the proceeds of 
sale, less the expenses. It was urged that no possession- 
money ought to be allowed after the court had once inter- 
fered. The Chief Judge, however, said that the injanc- 
tion did not affect the right of the sheriff to retain posses- 
sion of the goods until the amount to be levied under the 
writ had been satisfied, and when it was satisfied that 
amount exceeded £50. The trustee was, therefore, entitled 
to the proceeds of sale, lesa the expenses. 


Liguipation wy Azrancement—Power or Court to 
Grant Discuance oy Deztor—Banxrurtcy Act, 1869, 
8. 125, svB-sections 9, 10.—In a case of Ex parte Chesney, 
before the Chief Judge on the 29th of July, the creditors of 
@ liquidating Gebtor had resolved that his discharge should 
be granted “ on the certificate of the committee of inspection 
that he is entitled thereto.” After the debtor's estate had 
been realized the committee declined to give this certificate, 
on the ground that the debtor had not given the trustee all 
the assistance which Le was bound to give in the realization 
of hia estate, and in it was alleged that, on the 
sale of the debtor's book debts by auction, he had paid one 

£5 to induce him not to bid at the sale. The debtor 

not deny this charge, He applied to the county 
court end obtained an order that the registrar should forth- 
wite sn a-d grant s certificate of his discharge, and that 
the trustee should pay the costs of the certificate and of the 
application to the court. The Chief Judge held that the 





ce 
court had no jurisdiction to make the order, the granting of 
the debtor’s discharge being a matter which, by section 19° 
sub-section 9 of the Act, is left in the power of the creditor, 
His lordship distinguished his own decision in the case of 
Ex parte Royle (26 W. R. 216). In that case the creditor 
had resolved that the debtor should have his discharge upon 
the trustee certifying that he had satisfied himself that the 
debtor had rendered all the assistance in his power jp 
realizing the estate. The trustee refused to give this certj. 
ficate, and the Chief Judge ordered that the registrar should 
certify that, the trustee having taken no steps to sati 
himself within the meaning of the terms of the resolution, 
the debtor was entitled to his discharge. ‘That decision, hig 
lordship said, proceeded on the ground that the trustee stood 
in a fiduciary position, and was bound to exercise the power 
given to him justly. 


Cotrt or BankrupTCy—JURISDICTION— Money Dz. 
MAND—Bankrvurtcy Act, 1869, ss. 65, 66, 72.—In another 
case of Ex parte Musgrave, vefore the Chief Judge on the 
29th of July, the question of the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Bankraptcy was again raised. A liquidating debtor hag 
received advances of money from some commission mer. | 
chants, to whom he had consigned goods for sale. The 
trustee in the liquidation alleged that a balance was dre 
from the commission merchants to the estate ; they, onthe 
other hand, alleged that a balance was due to them from 
the estate. They had not, however, tendered any proof 
against the estate, On the application of the trustee, Mr, 
Daniel, Q.C., the judge of the Bradford County 
directed an account to be taken of what was due from the 
debtor’s estate to the commission merchants in respect of 
moneys advanced by them to him, and an account of m 
received by them in respect of goods of the debtor. 
commission merchants raised no objection to the jurisdiction 
of the court. The taking of the accounts was commenced, 
but, before it had been completed, a report appeared of the 
decision of the Court of Appeal in Ex parte Dickin (L. B.8 
Ch. D. 877, ante, p. 584), in which it was held that the Court 
of Bankruptcy ought not to assume jurisdiction to try a mew 
money demand by a trustee in bankruptcy against a debtor 
to the estate. Mr. Daniel thereupon thonght that he ought 
not to proceed with the taking of the account, because, a 
cording to the claim of the trustee, it could only result ina 
money demand against a stranger to the liquidation, and he 
rescinded his original order. The trustee appealed to the 
Chief Judge, and it was urged that the case differed from 
Ex parte Dickin, inasmuch as the accounts might result 
in a balance due from the estate, in which case the respond 
ents would have a right to prove, and, in any event, if they 
did tender a proof, the accounts would have to be taken ip 
the Court of Bankruptcy, whereas in Lz parte Dickin the out- 
sider had no possible right of proofagainst the bankrupt’ sestate 
And, moreover, it was said that the respondents had in effect 
submitted to the jurisdiction of thecounty court. The Chief 
Judge, however, affirmed the decision, observing that & 
aa was aplain decision that the Court of Bank 
rup 
capab: 


had no jurisdiction to try a mere money demand 
of being tried by the ordinary tribunals, 


LEASEHOLD Property of BANKRUPT—DISCLAIMER BY 
Trustgz—Previous SeveRANCE or Fixtrures—Basx- 
rnurtcy Act, 1869, s. 23.—In another case: of Ez parte 
Foster, before the Chief Judge on the 29th of July, the 
trustee of a liquidating debtor had disclaimed some lease 
hold property of the debtor, but, before doing so, he had 
severed and sold some trade fixtures which had been at 
tached to the demised premises. Tho judge of the Halifax 
County Court had ordered the trusteo to pay over to the 
lessor the proceeds of the eale of the fixtures. His Honour 
held that the case was governed by the decision of the Court 
of Appeal in Ex parte Stephens (26 W.-R. 136, L. 

Ch, D. 127, ante, p. 69), and that, by virtue of the 
claimer, the trustee became a mere trespasser as from 
date of his appointment, and consequently had no ti 

the fixtures. The Chief Judge, however, held that Zz 
Stephens did not apply, because there the removal 
fixtures had taken place after, not before, the execution 
the disclaimer. In the present case the trustee was law- 
fully in possession of the premises until he had executed the 
disclaimer, and, while thus io on, was entitled to 
exercise all the legal rights of « tenant, one of which was # 
sever the trade fixtures. 
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ASSOCIATION FOR THE REFORM AND CODI- 
FICATION OF THE LAW OF NATIONS. 
York-AnTwerP RvuLes oF GENERAL AVERAGE. 

The following is the report of the English Central 
Committee :-— 

The opinion that it is not only desirable but practicable 
to establish a uniform system of general average for all 
maritime countries has been steadily gaining ground since 
the year 1860. ; : plier 

That uniformity in this matter, if practicable, is desirable, 
needs no proof. A uniform system would or might be 
anderstood by all parties ; whereas now, when the average 
is adjusted abroad, it frequently happens that none of the 
parties really interested, that is to say, neither the shipowner 
gor the underwriters on ship or cargo, have the least know- 
ledge of the law or custom by which the settlement between 
them is regulated. -A uniform system would, in the case of 
ships calling at ports for orders, do away with the tempta- 
tion to let the choice of a final port be affected by considera- 
tions of the rules of adjusting which may prevail in one 
ountry or the other. Wero there one uniform system, the 

eral average could always be adjusted at the cheapest and 
most convenient place. The consequent saving of incidental 
expenses, and the diminution of errors and loss to one party 
or the other, resulting from imperfect knowledge, would, it 
is believed, be considerable. : 

A series of international conferences having this object in 
view have been held, attended by adjusters of the most ex- 
perience in the several countries, and representatives 
appointed by the principal mercantile, shipowning, and 
insurance associations of America, France, Germany, 
Holland, Belgium, Denmark, Norway, Russia, England, and 
other countries. These meetings took place, the first year 
in Glasgow, afterwards in London, and then in York. Then 
there was a long interval. In 1876, the subject having been 
taken up by the ‘ Association for the Reform of Interna- 
tional Law,” a meeting was held at Bremen, and this was 
followed, last year, by a meeting at Antwerp, at which more 
than sixty representatives of commercial bodies or persons 
specially conversant with the subject attended and voted. 

At these conferences it very early became apparent that 
the differences which alone hindered the establishment of 
uniformity could be reduced to a very few points. The basis 
“of the law in all the countries is the same. It is the ancient 
and now universal rule of sea-traffic that whatever is 
sacrificed for the good of all, to avert a common danger, 
shall be replaced by the contribution of all. There is no 
reason why the application of this uniform rule to circum- 
‘stances which are, independent of nationality should not 
itself be uniform. Nothing but the erroneous application of 
the rule in this or that country, adhered to out of respect 
for old customs, can account for the differences which exist. 
Nor has it been found difficult to point out and rectify those 
errors. The first set of rules, drawn up at Glasgow in 1860, 
does not greatly differ from the revised rules drawn up at 
York in 1864; and at Antwerp, after a full discussion, and 
although many additional rules were proposed and con- 
sidered, the resnlt was that the York rules were, with slight 
modications, re-enacted very much as before. So far, then, as 
‘the theory is concerned, it may be said that the basis of a 
‘aniform system has been settled. 

There still remains the task of obtaining for this system, 
in this and other countries, the force of law. 

For this purpose, committees have been formed in the 
several countries, and measures are being adopted, the 
nature of which must of course vary according to the different 
‘Political and legislative systems of each vountry. 

Th this country, in order that a united course cf action 
Should be adopted, a general conference was resolved upon. 
Ata preliminary meeting held in London early in May, 
) Pot over by Mr. George Coyte, chairman of the 

verage Adjuster’s Association, it was resolved that invita- 
tions to the conference should be issued as follows :—'To 
every wner’s and steamship owner's society, association, 
4r committee, of the United ingdom, to send two repre- 
Sentatives each ; to every chamber of commerce of an 
English port, and likewise those of Manchester, Birming- 
ham, Shefileld, Leeds, and Bradford, to send two representa- 

ves each ; to every association of underwriters, and every 





salvage association of the United Kingdom, to send two 
representatives each ; to the Adjusters’ Association, to send 
two representatives ; and to Lloyd’s and the London marine 
insurance companies, to send four representatives each. 

The conference was held at the Cannon-street Hotel, 
London, on Thursday, May 30. It was largely attended by 
representatives from the above-named bodies, consisting of 
shipowners, merchants, underwriters, and adjusters. Lloyd’s, 
however, and the London Salvage Association and marine 
Insurance companies, were not represented. 

Sir Travers Twiss, D.C.L., was nominated chairman, and 
occupied the chair during the conference. 

The following resolutions were proposed and seconded, 
put to the vote, and carried unanimously :— 

1. That in the opinion of this meeting, it is desirable that 
the York and Antwerp Rules of General Average be carried 
into operation. 

2. That in the opinion of this meeting, the most effectual 
mode of procedure will be, by a general agreement on the 
part of shipowners, merchants, and underwriters, to insert 
in bills of lading and charter-parties the words “‘ General 
Average, if any, payable according to York and Antwerp 
Rules” ; and in policies of insurance to add to the foreign 
general average clause the words ‘“‘or York and Antwerp 
Rules,” so that the clause will run thus :—“ General Average 
payable as per foreign adjustment (or custom), or York and 
Antwerp Rules, if so made up.”’ 

3. That a definite date should be fixed for the propos d 
change; and the date recommended by this conference is 
the Ist of January, 1879. 

4, That, concurrently with these steps, communications 
shall be opened with her Majesty’s Government, through 
the Board of Trade or otherwise, in view of ultimate legisla- 
tion in this and other countries. 

5. That a central committee be appointed to carry out the 
above resolutions in concert with the several local com- 
mittees existing or which may hereafter be formed, and with 
the council of the ‘“ Association for the Reform and 
Codification of the Law of Nations,” and to take steps 
towards raising funds to meet the necessary expenses: this 
committee to consist of Messrs. Henry John Atkioson, 
London ; J.anrence R. Bailey, Liverpool; E. H. Capper, 
Cardiff ; John Corry, Belfast; Robert N. Dale, Liverpool ; 
John T. Danson, Liverpool; John Glover, London; Richard 
Lowndes, Liverpool; G. Luckley, Newcastle-on-Tyne; 
James Park, London; E. E. Wendt, London; John 
Williamson, Liverpool. With power to add te their number. 

At a meeting of the above-named committee, Mr. John 
Glover was appointed chairman, and Mr. Richard Lowndes 
secretary. 

The changes, which the adoption of the York-Antwerp 
Rules will introduce into the English practice, are the 
following :— 

1. No jettison of cargo laden on a ship’s deck will be ad- 
mitted into general average. 

This is already the general rule here, but wood goods 
have been admitted as an exception tu a certain extent— 
that is to say, a jettison of timber or deals from deck. is 
treated as a “general contribution” between those i 
who have expressly agreed to the shipment on deck. This 
exception it is proposed to abolish. 

The result will be, that shippers of cargo on deck will 
recover a loss by jettison direct from their underwriters, 
provided the cargo is insured with the clause “in and over 
all.” In like manner, the loss of freight will be recovered 
direct from the underwriter on freight, if there is such a 
clause. The clause, ‘‘in and over all,” is at present usually 
inserted in policies on wood goods and their freight. 

2. Whena ship is for the common safety taken into a 
port of refuge, not merely the pilotage and port charges 
incurred in going into, but likewise those coming out of such 
port, will be admitted into general average. 

At present, the expense of going in is admitted, whilst the 
corresponding expense of coming out again is customarily 
excluded. In this respect, the present English practice 
differs from that of every other country. 

3. When, at such port of refuge, it becomes necessary to 
discharge cargo in order to repair the ship or for other 
purposes connected with the completion of the voyage, not 
merely the expense of taking the cargo out of the ship, but 
likewlee the cost of warehousing and putting it back in the 
ship, will be admitted into general average. 

At present, the expense of taking it out is so admitted, 
but the warehouse rent is made a special charge on the cargo 
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and the cost of reloading a special charge on the freight. 
In this respect, as in the former, the present English prac- 
tice differs from that of every other country. 

4. The wages and keep of the crew, during the vessel’s 
stay in such port of refuge, wili be admitted into general 
average. 

This is the rule in mcst other countries. There is no 
no doubt that this item forms a serious part of the loss 
actually incurred through bearing up for a port of refuge ; 
and, in cases where such bearing up has saved the ship and 
oargo from the risk of total loss, if seems to be contrary to 
principle, as well as impolitic, to throw this loss on the 
shipowner. 

These are the only changes in English practice. The re- 
mainder of the York Antwerp Rules refer to matters in which 
the fcreign practices are (when these rules are adopted) to 
be assimilated to ours. 

This committee recommend that the utmost publicity be 
— beforehand to the proposed change, particularly that 

ippers of cargo may understand what is intended, and may 
have timely warning to arrange for the insertion of the 
necessary clause in their policies of insurance. 

For this purpose it is proposed that those shipowners who 
intend to avail themselves of the new rules, and those 
unéerwriters or representatives of insurance companies who 
are ready to admit the new clause into their policies, should 
be invited to join in an announcement of their intention, in 
order that the same may be generally circulated. 

JoHuN Guiover, Chairman. 
Ricnarp Lownnpgs, Secretary. 








Appuinturents, Ete. 


Mr. Txxopore Bett, solicitor (of the firm of Miller, 
Smith, & Bell), of 3, Salter’s Hall-court, and of Epsom, has 
been appointed Clerk to the Commissioners of Land and In- 
oome Tax for the Copthorne and Effingham Divisions of 
Sarrey. Mr. Bell was admitted a solicitor in 1865, and is 
clerk to the county magistrates at Epsom. Mr. Bell has 
also been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for Surrey 
for taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married 
Women. 

Mr. Montague Wit11am Lowry Corry, barrister, has 
been created a Civil Companion of the Order of the Bath, 
Mr. Corry is the second son of the Right Hon. Henry Thomas 
Lowry Corry, M.P., who was First Lord of the Admiralty 
in 1867-8. He was born in 1838, and is a graduate of 
Trinity College, Cambridge. He was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1863, and was formerly a 
member of the Oxford Circuit. Mr. Corry has been for 
several years private secretary to the Earl of Beaconsfield, 
and acted as one of the secretaries to the recent special 
embassy to Berlin. 


Mr. Henry Ixy, sclicitor, of 10, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
W.C., has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 
Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature in England. 


Mr. Wiit1am Hawrnorne Lypawt, solicitor, of 8, 
Bloomfield-street, has been appointed a Commissioner to 
administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature in 
England. 





In the House of Commons on Wednesday, in reply to 
Dr. Kenealy, the Chancellor of the Exchequer said it was 
impossible at present to state whether the Government 
would reintroduce the Bar Education and Discipline Bill 
next session. 


The Standard prints the following report of a 
“scene” in the court of Vice-Chancellor Malins on Wed- 
nesday last :—‘‘ Re The Herne Bay Waterworks.—The Vice- 
Chancellor having stated that the case had better stand till 
the November sittings, Mr. Glasse remarked on the in- 
adequacy of the court to deal with the business.—The Vice- 
Chancellor: That isa very improper remark from you, as 
the leading counsel] of the court, to make —Mr. Glasse: The 
public will judge—The Vice-Chancellor: Your remarks are 
of an infamous description. 1 wonder you have the audacity 
to make t} en —Mr, Glasse (who spoke with suppressed ex- 
citement): I, starding here, will not condescend to tell 
your lordship whst | think of you.” 





Obituarp. 


MR. ALEXANDER DAY. 


Mr. Alexander Day, solicitor and notary, of Runcorn ang 
Widnes, died at his residence, at the former place, on the 
19th ult., after ten months’ suffering from disease of the liver, 
Mr. Day was the son of the late Captain Alexander Day, 
R.N., and was born in 1819. He was admitted a solicitor 
in 1842, and settled at Runcorn about sixteen years ago, 
having an office at Widnes. He carried on an extensive 
practice, and his legal knowledge and ability were vey 
highly valued in the district. Mr. Day was a notary publig, 
and solicitor to the Runcorn Public Hall Company, and to 
the Runcorn and Halton Water Company, and he held for 
several years the office of clerk to the Improvement Commig. 
sioners, but retired from the office in 1874, in which year he 
was appointed clerk to the county magistrates at Runcom 
He was aleo solicitor to the United Cheshire and Lancashire 
Permanent Building Society, of which: body he had been 
one of the principal founders. He was also an active ang 
energetic volunteer, and since 1873 he had been Captain 
Commandant of the Runcorn Rifle Corps. He was buried 
at the Runcorn Cemetery, the funeral being attended bya 
large number of friends and by the volunteers in uniform, 
Mr. Day leaves a widow and two sons. 


MR. DANIEL STURDY. 


Mr. Daniel Sturdy, barrister, died at Bonn-on-the-Rhine, 
on the 20th ult., at the age of forty-nine. Mr. Sturdy was 
the son of Mr. Daniel Sturdy, of Wandsworth, and was bom 
in 1829. He was admitted a solicitor in 1850, and for 
several years practised at 29, Bucklersbury. He retired about 
ten years ago, and studied law at the University of Paris, 
where he received a certificate of capacity of the Ecole é& 
Droit, and in Trinity Term, 1875, he was called to the bar 
at the Middle Temple. A few months ago he left England 
for the purpose of attending lectures, on Jurisprudence at 
the University of Heidelberg. He was a warm supporter of 
the interests of the Barristers’ Benevolent Society, to the 
fands of which, when still a student, he contributed a dons 
tion of 100 guineas. Mr. Sturdy leaves two daughters. 


Cee 


MR, WILLIAM WYKE SMITH. 


Mr. William Wyke Smith, solicitor to the Metropolitan 
Board of Works, died at his residence, near Hampton Court, 
from disease of the heart, on the 22nd ult. The deceased 
was the son of Mr. William Smith, solicitor. He ww 
admitted a solicitor in 1831, and for many years carried om 
business in partnership with his father at 16, Southampton 
street, Bloomsbury. He was for several years solicitor t 
the old Metropolitan Commission of Sewers, and shortly 
after the formation of the Metropolitan Board of Works, he 
received the appointment of solicitor to that body, and 
devoted his whole time to the duties of the office, 
Smith’s death was very sudden, as he was engaged re the 
business of the Board at his office in Spring Gardens 
Saturday, the 19th ult. At the meeting of the board on 
26th ult., the chairman, Sir J. M. Hogg, K.C.B., MP, 
paid a high tribute to the abilities and character of Mr. 
Smitb, and a resolution was unanimously carried oxpenate 
of the value of Mr. Smith’s services, and of sympathy wilt 
his widow. 


MR. JOHN SMALE TORR. 


Mr. John Smale Torr, solicitor (the head of the firm of 
Torr, Janeway, ‘l'agart, & Co,), of 38, Bedford-row, died at 
his residence, Brookfield, Mitcham, on the 28rd ult. Mr 
Torr was born at Moretonhampstead, Devon, on Decem- 
ber 13, 1818. He was articled in 1884 to Mr. John Smale 
(now Sir John Smale, Chief Justice of Hong Kong), then of 
the firm of Tyrell, Barton, & Smale, of Exeter, solicitors, one 
of his fellow articled clerks being Mr. Justice Field. Mr. 
Torr served the last year of his clerkship in London 
Messrs. Tilson, with whom, after bis admigsion in 1840, he 
acted as managing clerk until 1843. He was in 1848 ad- 
mitted as partner in the firm of Sudlow & Sons, then ss i 
Batty, Fisher, & Sudlow, of which on the death of Mr. ¢ 
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J, Sudlow in 1858, he became, and remained until his death, 
senior partner. Mr, Torr was acommissioner for oaths in 
the Supreme Court of Judicature in England, and a perpetual 
commissioner for Middlesex, London, and Westminster. He 
was married first in 1843, and secondly in 1856, and had a son 
god daughter by his first marriage, and a son by his second 
marriage, all of whom survive him. 


cre 


MR. JOSEPH TRIGGE SCHOMBE RG. 

Mr. Joseph Trigge Schomberg, Q.C., recorder of Ald- 
porongh, died at his residence in Wiltshire, on the 28th 
ult, in his 78rd year. Mr. Schomberg, born in 1806, was 
called to the bar at the Inner Temple in February, 1828, but 
heafterwards migrated to Lincoln’s Inn, of which society he 
was a bencher at the time of his death. He practised for 

years as an equity draftsman and conveyancer, and 
was also formerly a member of the Western Circuit and 
Wiltshire Sessions. He published in 1841 an edition of the 
Tithes Commutation Act, and in 1842 he was appointed 
recorder of the borough of Aldborough, which post he 
retained until his death. Mr. Schomberg was created a 
Queen’s Counsel in 1866, and shortly afterwards retired 
from: practice. 


_ 


MR. SILAS SAUL. 

Mr. Silas Saul, solicitor and notary, died at his residence, 
Castle-street, Carlisle, on the 14th ult. Mr. Saul was born 
in 1808, and was admitted a solicitor in 1826. He was at 
first in partnership with his father and Mr. George 
Sanl, next with Mr. John Saul, and more recently 
with his son Mr. Silas George Saul, who was admitted 
a solicitor in 1859. Mr. Saul had a large private 
practice, and was a notary public, a commissioner for 
oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature, and a perpetual 
commissioner for Cumberland. He had held for many years 
the office of chapter clerk and solicitor, registrar and steward 
tothe dean and chapter. Mr. Saul retired from practice a 
few years ago, and his business has since been conducted by 
his 200. 








The Scotsman says that Lord Craighill sat in vacation on 
Monday week, to hear evidence in an action from Glasgow. 
When the hour for rising came, the hearing of the evidence 
was not completed. His lordship thereupon stated that as 
no clerk had yet been appointed to his court, and as Mr. 
Bell, the assistant clerk, would be required to discharge his 
own duties in the Register House, he should adjourn the 
farther hearing of evidence until the ensuing winter 
seasion, 


On Wednesday week, Mr. ASneas Mackay, Professor of 
History in the University of Edinburgh, brought the practi- 
cal work of the summer session of bis class to a close with 
a lecture “ On the Relations of the Scottish Universities to 
Education in Law.” He said it was vital for the future of 
legal education in Scotland that it should follow the conti- 
nental rather than the English model. The distinction 
between the two systems was that the continental closely 
associated legal education with the universities, while the 
English separated it from the universities. The continental 

was an organised and liberal training which was 
, not for professional lawyers only, but for all persons 
whose business in life led them to acquire a knowledge of 
those subjects which related to government and law. The 
English system, whether in or out of the universities, was 
80 unorganized system without any sound foundation 
or proper arrangement of its parts. It was not particularly 
well adapted for the training of professional lawyers, and 
was comparatively useless aga training for all other per- 
, 2008, and their name was legion, who required in different 
Walke of life a knowledge of law. Professor Mackay then 
the history of the provision of legal training in 
universities. The chief necessity, he said, was the 
of @ division of the legal faculty so as to make 
One of the departments have special reference to the publio 
servioe—a branch which would include political economy, 
the philosophy of Inw, international and constitutional law, 
both in its State and administrative aspects, and civil law, 
Which should also include the municipal law of Great 
and history. 





LORD COLERIDGE ON THE SELECTION OF 
JURIES. 


Ar the Chester Summer Assizes, Lord Coleridge; in 
charging the grand jury, spoke on the composition of 
juries. He said:—Whatever some people may think—and 
speaking here I don’t desire to say one word that may 
be controversial—but, whatever some people may think: 
of the composition or the institution of the jury, for my 
part lam, and always have been, a strong advocate of it;. 
and believe in the great majority of cases questions of faet: 
cannot be better investigated than by a jury: Whatever 
opinions persons may entertain of the institution ofthe jury5 
in my judgment it is too firmly rooted in the conviction of* 
Englishmen to make it probable, or at all events, humanly 
speaking, possible, that any serious alteration of trial by jury 
can ever take place. It is, therefore, for every sensible: 
thinking man, an object that that which is part of thecon- 
stitution of the country—and it is one of the most import- 
aut of its judicial institutions—should be as good as it. can 
be; and every one must desire that trial by jury, as itis to 
continue, should be the best form of trial by jury’ that 
can be found. Now by the constitution our form of trial by 
jury is, I think, about the best form that can possibly be: 
adopted, because by Moglish law every man, with certaim: 
particular exceptions not very great in number, every man 
from the highest to the lowest, is bound to serve upon: the 
jury, and is bound to serve upon all juries—upon the juries 
in this court, upon the juries in the other court, whether 
they are called special juries or common juries. The. duty 
of serving upon’ the jury isa duty which is cast by the law 
upon every English subject, with certain special exceptions 
which I need not refer to. That is the law, and itis the 
common law; it is the law as formulated by re 
statutes ; andI take the liberty of saying: there is no law- 
yer, there is no judge, who would lay down the law otherwise 
than I am laying it down. But you know as wellas I do 
that in practice that is not the mode in which justice is ad- 
ministered. You wel! know that in practice there are two 
classes of jurors, the special jurors and the common jurors, 
and that the special jurors by the practice throughout 
England, with certain limited exceptions—Lancashire I be- 
lieve to be one—never do in point of fact serve upon the 
crownjury in criminal cases at all. It therefore happens 
that in the most trumpery of civil disputes either party by 
giving the proper notice may pick out from the jury twelve 
men of first-class intellect and position to try his.case, yet.if 
the highest person in the nation is to be tried for his life he 
has no such liberty. ‘That is a state of things which to my 
mind is indefensible. It is only a matter of practice but uot 
of law, because the law is not so, andif the law were 
properly administered the difficulty which I have pointed 
out would not and could not exist. This isa matter with me 
of hereditary knowledge, because the late Sir John Coleridge 
used to say this over and over again without the slightest 
reserve, yet the under-sheriffs throughout the country per- 
sist in separating, which they have no right by law to do, 
the classes of jurors, excluding from the ordinary jury those 
persons who by law ought to serve upon it. The other 
judges have said the same thing. I, from the earliest time 
that I have had the honour of a seat upon the bench, and 
whenI had the honour of holding the office of Attorney- 
General, expressed my opinion, and gave my reesons for 
that opinion, at great length in the House of Commons ; 
yet though nobody questioned, a8 nobody could question, the 
law, the practice, in spite of all this, has remained unchanged, 
The practice is not only indefensible, but, as it is adminis. 
tered, is manifestly unjust. The men who can best affordit 
are made to do the least, and are paid the most. The 
farmer or the poor tradesman, to whom time is of great o, 
is kept perhaps a week or ten days in an assize town, and heis 
obliged to be there day after day, and he is paid nothing ia 
the criminal court and 8d. a case in tho civil, whereas the 
person of superior rank, of superior means—though the ia- 
convenience is no doubt the same, yet the pecuniary incom 
venience is nothing like as great—has to try his nee case 
or his two cases, and he is paid a guinea for each casa, 
Now the reasou for the extra payment of the special jurors, 
if the law was properly administered, is a very good and just 
reason, because the special jurors ought and ave in te 
do both duties. They don’t in point of fact, but by law and 
constitution they ought to do both works ; and therefore come 
mon jurors, if the law were properly administered, would 





734 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 


Aug. 3, 1878, 








have no such ground for complaint as they havenow. They 
would not be ableto say that men in better positions in the 
world than themselves are paid more for doing less. Paid 
more they would be, but they would be paid more because 
they did more. That is really the ground of distinction be- 
tween special and coramon jurors, and that is the law on the 
subject. It is in vain, however. Judges of much greater 
eminence than myself have laid this down again and again; 
it has been commented upon in public prints, and under- 
sheriffs throughout England must know their duty perfectly 
well. After consideration with my learned brother, Lord 
Justice Bramwell, who takes exactly the same view of this 
matter as I do, he and I have come to this determination: 
the sheriff is the perron who is charged by the constitution 
with the returning of special and common jury lists at each 
assizes, The sheriff, my excellent friend on my right, really 
is no more respcnsible for it than I am or you are, but it is 
done in his name, and his name is signed at the bottom of 
the special and common jury panels. Now it would be ex- 
ceedingly unjust to do anything without warning, and I am 
not about to do anything so unjust as that ; but my learned 
brother and Ihave determined and I give this public warn- 
ing of it, that if I find upon inquiry that what is a grave 
and an indefensible abuse of the law is persisted in by the 
under-sherifis, who do the duty, I will heavily fine the 
sheriff, who is the only person whom the law can reach, and 
who is legally responsible ; andif heis once fined depend 
upon it it will immediately throughout England produce a 
change in the conduct of under-sherifls, and will bring 
about a proyer administration of law, which they now persist 
in administering wrongly. Remonstrance has been tried in 
vain, and in consultation with my learned brother I have 
resolved at all ev'nts to try to bring about what I know to 
be the proper administration of the law in one of the most 
important elements—the administration of justice. 








Zeqal Pews. 


Twelve special jurors failed to answer to their names in 
the Crown Court of the Cheshire Assizes on Saturday, and 
Lord Chief Justice Coleridge stated that he would fine the 
ubsentees £20 each. 


A lawyer once asked the late Judge Pickene, of Alabama, 
to charge the jury that “it is better that ninety and nine 
guilty men should ereape than one innocent man should be 
punished.” “Yes,” said the judge, ‘‘I will give that 
charge, but, in the opinion of the court, the ninety and nine 
guilty men have already escaped in this county.” 


At the Kerry Assizes, in the case of John Hefferman, who 
was tried before the Lord Chief Justice for the murder of 
Julia Clifford, the jury, after deliberating for three hours 
and a half, returned into court with a finding of “ Guilty on 
suspicion.” When told that this was no verdict, and re- 
minded of the chain of circumstantial evidence which they 
could hardly get over, they stated that if they were there 
till morning they could not find any verdict. The majority 
were for a conviction. At ten p.m. his lordship discharged 
them, 


On Thureday week, in the House of Commons, in answer to 
Mr, Hopwood, the Attorney-General said “ the attention of 
my hon. and learned friend will have been called, no doubt, 
to a report (which has quite recently been !aid on the table 
of the House) made by a number of judges, who have con- 
sidered (among other matters) the arrangements which 
should Le made for holding civil assizes in Manchester and 
Liverpool. ‘The committee recommend that in the places 
mentioned three civil assizes shall be held—one in spring, 
one in summer, and one in autumn, in the month of October. 
This recommendation will, I believe, be carried into effect. 
If it it, such roles and orders as may be necessary will be 


The new stipendiary magistrate of Salford (Mr. Joseph 
Makinson) took his seat upon the bench on Monday for the 
fixst time. He was introduced tothe court by the Mayor (Mr. 
Alderman Walmsley), who said that the lay magistrates would 

’ at alltimes be pleased to give the stipendiary all the assistance 
in their power. On their behalt and on bebalf of the council, 





he wished Mr. Makinson might live long to preside over thet 
ourt, and to give satisfaction to all who took part in it, 
affairs and to the public generally. Mr. Leresche said it wag 
a matter of satisfaction that the selection of a stipen 
magistrate for Salford should have been made from the bar 
of that district, and that the appointment should 
have fallen upon one who was so sincerely respected 
by his fellows as Mr. Makinson. Mr. Makinson acknow. 
ledged these expressions, and the business of the court wag 
proceeded with. 


The Zimes gives the following as the state of public 
business on Monday last:—The number of Government 
Bills introduced this session has been 91. Of these 41 hayg 
received the Royal Assent, 13 have passed all their stages 
and only await the Royal Assent, four are waiting for the 
consideration of Lords’ or Commons’ amendments, 13 are ip 
committee, 12 are waiting for second reading, and the re. 
maining 8 have been withdrawn or dropped. The number 
of public Bills introduced this session by private members 
was 188, Of these 19 have received the Royal Assent, 12 
have passed all their stages, and will receive the Royal 
Assent in due course ; four are now waiting for the considera. 
tion of Lords’ or Commons’ amendments, 12 are in committee, 
11 are waiting for second reading, and the whole of the 
others, 80 in number, have been withdrawn, dropped, or 
postponed for six months. 


A jury in the Crown Court of the Liverpool Assizes on 
Saturday, distinguished itself, says the Liverpool Daily Post, 
by a verdict which led the Lord Chief Justice to the con 
clusion that its services might advantageously be at oneg 
dispensed with. A woman named Ford was charged with 
burglary. There was no doubt about her having entered 
the premises duriog the night time, and when she wag 
apprehended next morning a small carpet bag, containings 
complete set of housebreaking instruments was found upon 
her. The defence was that these proceedings were the un- 
fortunate results of an attack of neuralgia. The prisoner, it 
was said, had taken chloral to deaden the pain, and her 
brain had become disordered. The jury considered that this 
simple and affecting explanation quite accounted for the 
facts of the case—including the possession of the before 
mentioned complete set of housebreaking instraments—and 
found that, although the woman was “ guilty of being on 
the premises,’’ she had no felonious intent. The Lord Chief 
Justice said that in the whole course of his experience he 
had never heard a verdict which shocked him so much; and 
ue immediately ordered another jury to be formed. 


An interesting question, says the Scottish Journal of 
Jurisprudence, arose in Barr v, Cochrane, on June 8. The 
proprietor of a landed estate let a farm to certain tenants on 
a lease whereby he bound himself to put certain houses, &, 
into good and sufficient repair. A year afterwards he sold 
the estate, before he had executed these repairs, and the 
tenants called upon the purchaser to implement his pre 
decessor’s bargain; the seller thereupon admitted his 
liability, and obliged himself to carry out his undertaking 
with the tenants, but subsequently settled with them bys 
cash payment, and obtained a discharge from them. In 
these circumstances the purchaser raised an action against 
the seller to compel him to execute or pay the expense of 
executing the repairs. The court held, though with one 
dissentient voice, that the only creditors in the obligation 
were the tenants, and although the case was somewhat 
pees owing to an almost conclusive sentence in one of 
the purchaser’s letters, that it was ‘not me, but Inch and 
Mark (the tenants), you must eatisfy;” still, apart from 
that, it must be remembered that in the lease, upon whi 
alone the whole claim could be based, these very stipulations 
were not on the lessor’s but on the lessee’s side, and co 
be enforced only by the latter. They having discharged 
their claim, it is not easy, as the Lord Ordinary observed in 
his note, to see that the purchaser could have any right to 
enforce this portion of the contract. It may be true that he 
would have been more benefited by the insistance of the 
tenants on the fulfilment of the bargain, still that in itself, 
afforded no ground of action. 


On Wednesday, before Vice-Chancellor Maline, Mr. 
Glasse, Q.C., made an application in Re De Tourville, 
the depositions of the witnesses who gave evidence on the 
trial of De Tourville in Austria for the murder of his wil 
might be brought into chambers to be used as evidence im 
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of a question of law which was to be raised respect- 
+o the will of Madame de Tourville. The Vice-Chancellor 
J understand the question of law is this—whether when 
a man knows that his wife has made a will in his favour and 
‘thea murders her in order to hasten the devolution of his 
in whether that avoids the bequest in his favour under 
the will. Ihave always considered that this court is satis- 
fied with proof of the conviction having been arrived at 
according to the laws of a foreign country. The effect of my 
paving the depositions produced before me would amount to 
my having to try the man for murder. Mr. Bristowe, Q.C., 
stated that the evidence of the conviction of De Tourville had 
been presented before the benchers of the Middle Temple for 
the purpose of disbarring him, and when they found that the 
appeal from the decision of the trial had been refused and 
that the only chance of a reprieve rested upon the clemency 
ofthe Emperor, the benchers had actually disbarred him. 
Mr, Glasse said that the question had been very fully con- 
sidered by several eminent counsel, who had formed an 
opinion that the court could not be satisfied with the evidence 
ofa conviction in Austria, but that the depositions must be 
given in evidence. The Vice-Chancellor thought that in 
these circumstances he could not refuse to have the evidence 
roduced, and acceded to the application, and directed the 
case to stand for Monday next. 


The select committee of the House.of Commons on local 
administration have reported :—‘‘1. That burial boards, 
where they exist in urban sanitary districts in England, 
shall be merged in the urban sanitary authorities of such 
districts respectively. 2. That wherever practicable, the 
power of burial boards, highway boards, and lighting in- 
spectors in rural sani‘ary districts in England shall be 
transferred to the board of guardians or the rural sanitary 
authority of the district. 3. The guardians of the poor, 
members of local boards and of burial boards, and way- 
wardens in England be elected at the same time of the year, 
and, where elections are held for identical areas, as far as 
pessible by one returning officer and by one election. 4. 
That proxy voting papers be liable to a stamp duty of 1d. 
5. That as regards England, Scotland, and Ireland, the 
voting-paper system shall be simplified and amended ; that 
when in England and in Ireland two-thirds of any board of 
guardians, or in Scotland two-thirds of any parochial board, 
resolve at a special meeting, called for the purpose, that it 
is desirable. to conduct an election by the attendance of the 
voters at one or more polling places, instead of by the 
delivery of voting-papers, it shall be lawful for the returning 
officer to conduct the next ensuing elections accordingly, 
Subject to such provisions as may be prescribed by statute 
for the regulation of such elections. 6. That, as regards 
England, Scotland, and Ireland, the regulations for the 
nominations of candidates shall, as far as practicable, be 
assimilated. 7. That the recommendations contained in 
paragraph 5 be applied, as far as practicable, to the election 
of local boards in England. 8. That guardians of the poor 
in England and Ireland, and members of parochial boards in 
Scotland, shall be elected for three years, and that in each 
ease all should retire together. 9. That if any casual 
vacancy in the office of a member of a board of guardians or 
of a member of a parochial board occurs by death, resigna- 


‘tion, disqualification, or otherwise, such vacancy be filled up 


by the remaining members of the board, if a quorum, at a 
special meeting of the board to be called for the purpose. 
1@. That remuneration to the clerks of guardians in Eng- 
land for their additional labour in conducting contested 
elections be provided for in their annual salary ; that the 
present system of payment be discontinued, and that the 
actual cost of conducting the elections be paid for by the 
Seardians out of the rates. 11. That in all cases of con- 
tested elections each candidate or his agent shall be at 
liberty to attend at the counting of the voting-papers, and 
to refer to the decision of the returning officer as to the 
legality of any particular vote. 12. That the regulations 
with reference to proxy papers be revised, amended, and 
stimilated in the three kingdoms. 13. That the system of 
revision of the list of voters in Ireland be assimilated to that 
of England.” 











County Courts. 


WAKEFIELD. 
(Before Mr, SerzEant Trnpau ATKINson, Judge.) 
May 7.—Dawes v. Slack. ‘ 

False imprisonment—Reasonable and probable cause—Assault. 

His Honour, in giving judgment in this case, said:— 
The plaintiff brings this action against the defendant, a 
sergeant of the West Riding constabulary, for having, on 
the 6th of November last, at Ardsley, without reasonable 
and probable cause, imprisoned him on a charge of felony, 
and for having committed a further trespass in searching his 
house without having previously obtained a search warrant. 
The plaintiff had for nine months previously. been employed 
by the Great Northern Railway Company asa porter, and 
on the 5th of November, the day previous to his apprehen- 
sion, he was discharged from the company’s service for an 
alleged irregularity in giving a ticket which had been issued 
to a man who was afterwards convicted at Wakefield for 
travelling on the railway without a ticket. Several 
robberies from the goods trucks had taken place at the 
Ardsley Station while the plaintiff was in the company’s 
service. On the 6th of November the station-master 
(Strickland) having heard from one Abraham Arundel, 
a shopkeeper at Ardsley, that he (Arundel) had been 
told by a Mrs. Jones, the wife of a railway guard, that 
one night in August she was returving home from the 
station with the plaintiff and his wife when the plain- 
tiff took up a large parcel by the side of the railway, 
threw a coat over it, and carried it home, Strickland 
communicated this statement to the defendant. The 
defendant had also heard that the plaintiff had been seen 
carrying home parcels late at night from the station, he 
being at the same time under the influence of liquor, and 
also that he was about to dispose of his furniture and leave 
the country. Nocharge appears to have been made by 
the railway authorities or any directions given to take the 
plaintiff into custody, but the defendant was left to exer- 
cise his own judgment on the whole matter. On the noon 
of the 6th of November the defendant went with Scott, a 
police-constable, to the plaintiff’s house, and stated that he 
had come to apprehend him on a charge of robbing the 
railway company. He then directed Scott to take the 
plaintiff to the lock-up at Ardsley, which Scott, after 
bandcuffing the plaintiff, proceeded todo. The defendant 
then searched the house, but nothing of a criminatory or 
suspicious character was found, except some pawnbrokers’ 
tickets, which related principally to articles of women’s 
clothing. The plaintiff was confined in the cell of the 
lock-up all night, and was in the morning handcuffed and 
chained to a number of others who were under various 
charges about to be examined before the magistrates, and 
in that state he had to walk along the highroad from 
Ardsley to Wakefield. On being brought before the 
magistrates no evidence was offered, nor was any charge 
gone into, and at the instance of defendant himself the 
plaintiff was discharged. Upon these facts the plaintiff 
contends that he is entitled to damages on three grounds: 
first, that as to the imprisonment, no reasonable or prob- 
able cause existed at the time which justified it ; second, 
that handouffing the plaintiff, there being no reason to 
suppose that the plaintiff would attempt to escape, was 
an illegal act ; and, thirdly, that the search which took 
place by the defendant of the plaintiff's house, after 
his apprehension, being made without a search warrant, was 
an act of trespass which in itself, without the imprisonment 
complained of, would entitle the plaintiff to damages. With 
regard to the apprehension of the plaintiff by the defendant, 
on the charge of felony, it becomes important to see whether 
there was a ready and obvious mode of ascertaining the 
trath of the hearsay statement made to the station-master 
by Arundel; in other words, what ought to have been the 
conduct of a cautious and discreet man before proceeding to 
the extremity of taking the plaintiff into custody, without a 
warrant, on a charge of felony. It must be observed in this 
case that the defendant proceeded mainly upon a statement 
of Strickland, the station-master, who heard it second-hand 
from one who professed to have it from the wife of a railway 
guard, namely, that in August, three months before the 
apprehension, she had seen the plaintiff take up a parcel by 
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the side of the railway, and throw his coat over it sect? 
to taking it to his house. In the ease quoted by Mr. 
Williams, the defendant’s advocate at the irial, namely, 
Lister v. Perryman, 37 L. J. Ex. H. L. 166, I find an ex- 
pression in Lord Chelmsford’s judgment with regard to 
hearsay in cases of this kind, namely, ‘‘ That if the defend- 
ant had acted without further inquiry, immediately upon 
what he had heard,” which was mere hearsay, ‘‘I should 
have agreed that it was not the course which a reasonable 
and discreet man would have adopted, and that he would 
have deprived himself of all ground of defence to the action.” 
In that case, the defendant, who was the plaintiff in the 
cause below, had been confronted with the witness who gave 
the information, and who had accused him of having a stolen 
gun in his possession. No such circumstance as this exists 
in the present case. No explanation had been asked of the 
plaintiff previous to the imprisonment; no inquiry 
made by the defendant of the guard’s wife as to what 
was, no doubt, if it took place, a suspicious circumstance ; 
and applying the dictum of Lord Chelmsford to all the 
facts upon which the suspicion of the defendant here 
was grounded, I fail to see that it was the course 
which “a reasonable and discreet man ought to have 
adopted to take the plaintiffinto custody without further in- 
guiry and investigation.” In the case in question the Lord 
Chancellor says, “‘ Now, of course it is one thing for a man 
to say that he heard a person say so-and-so has atolen the 
gun, and it is another thing for him to say that he heard 
that person accuse the man himself of stealing the gun.” 
The additional facts, that the defendant had heard. that 
the plaintiff had been seen carrying home parcels late at 
night, and that he was about to dispose of his farniture 
and leave the country, do not, in my opinion, carry the 
case for the defendant any further. No action was taken 
upon the statement at the time, and as to selling the 
furniture for the purpose alleged it was, like the other 
statements, founded upon hearsay only. Even if I had 
been of opinion that reasonable and probable cause existed 
for the apprehension, I must, upon the facts proved, have 
found a verdict for the plaintiff for an assault, on the 
ground that an illegal act had been committed by the 
defendant by handcnfling the plaintiff, who had shown uo 
intention of resisting, had made no attempt at escape, nor 
was there any reasonable ground to fear a rescue by such 
an act. “Such a degree of violence and restraint,’ ob- 
serves Mr, Justice Bayley, “in the case of Wright v. Court 
(4 Barn. & Cress. 596), upon the person, cannot be justified 
even by a constable, unless he makes it appear that there 
are good, special reasons for his resorting to it.” There 
were no good, special reasons in this case for putting 
handcuffs on the plaintiff, and it is well to be known that 
handcuffing and chaining unconvicted prisoners without a 
reasonable belief that it is absolutely necessary is. an 
illegal act, and subjects the parties to an action at law. 


With regard to searching the plaiatiff’s house without a | 


warrant, 1am of opinion that no leave and licence for 
that purpose was given by the plaintiff, and that it con- 
stituted a trespass, for which the defendant is liable in 
damages. Upon the whole case there must be a verdict 
for the plaintiff. It is to be regretted that the offer 
made before the trial by the plaintiff to accept an apology 
aod the costs, and withdraw from the case, was not 
accepted. Itis clear that so far as the justification relied 
upon by the defendant as an answer to the action is con- 
cerned, that no circamstance had occurred subsequently to 
the apprehension which would have altered his view when 
before the magistrates, that there was no case against the 
plaintiff which would have justified him either in pressing 
for & committal or asking for a remand; and the fact 
itself, in withdrawing from the case, to my mind, shows 
that, when the heated suspicion of the night before had 
had time to cool, he fonnd that in the execution of his 
duties he had not been guided to the execution of those 
daties by ordina y reason, care, and caution. I am told, 
aud am quite willing to believe, that the defendant is a 
highly-respected and meritorious officer of the West Riding 
Police force ; = I farther believe that in what he did he 
was actuated by no personal malice towards the plaintiff, 
and that he honestly believed in arrcating the plaintiff he 
was within the circle of his duty in making an effort to 
detect crime. Bat, however the motive, in 
cases in which the liberty and character of » person are 





concerned, no suspicion, unless it is such as to warrant 9 
well-founded belief that there is reasonable and probable 
osuse for the assumption that the party who is the objet 
of such suspicion has been guilty of the felony, will justify 
an arrest. In this. case there was undue haste in arrivi 
at the conclusion that the plaintiff, upon mere h 
only, had been a party to the felony of abstracting goods 
from the railway trucks at Ardsley, und, under this con. 
viction, I have no other alternative but to find a verdiog 
for the plaintiff, damages £25. 

E. T. Atkinson, barrister, for the plaintiff. 

Williams, for the defendant. 








Pew Orvers, Ete. 


THE PUBLIC OFFICES FEES ACT, 1866, 


Fees payable to the Crown with respect to the services of 
the law offices in connection with patent hearings. 

We, being two of the Lords Commissioners of hep 
Majesty’s Treasury, do, in pursuance of the said Act, and 
with the concurrence of the law officers of the Crown, here 
declare and direct that, from and after the 1st of July, 1878, 
the fees payable to the Exchequer upon the hearings of 
patent oppositions and for disclaimers shall be collected by 
means of stamps, and that the said fees shall be paid at the 
office of the clerk to the Commissioners of Patents for Inven. 
tions instead of as heretofore at the offices of the Attorney 
and Solicitor-General, and, in pursuance of the $rd section 
of the above-named Act, we further direct that impressed 
stamps alone shall be used. 


Fees payable to the Clerk of the Patents to the Attorney 
and Solicitor-General in respect of warrants for letters 
patent to be passed under the Great Seul. 

We, the undersigned, being two of the Lords Commissioners 
of her Majesty’s Treasury, in pursuance of the provisions of the 
said Act, hereby declare and direct that, on and after the lst 
of July, 1878, the fees payable to the Clerk of the Patents to 
the Attorney and Solicitor-General in respect of warrants for 
letters patent to be passed under the Great Seal, shall beas 
set forth in the annexed schedule, and shall be collected by 
means of stamps. 

And in pursuance of the provisions aforesaid, we further 
declare and direct that impressed stamps only shall be 
used, and that such stamps shall be impressed upon the 
Royal Warrant prepared in the said office, to be passed 
under the Great Seal pursuant to the Act 14.& 15 Vict. a 
82. 

Given under our hands this 24th day of 
June, 1878. 
J. D, ELPurnstone. 
Row. Winn, 


The Schedule of Fees above referred to. 
On a Charter of Incorporation of @ public com- 
pany or society or towo, or any other 
ri— 
On the firstskin ... tee vee we S15 
On every other skin ... ea ses we «15 
On the grant of the dignity of a Peer of the 
United Kingdom ry iss ‘ie re 
On each additional grant and each re- 
i eee 2 


30 


mainder... Ses bee ose 
On the grant of the dignity of a Baronet ow. 20 


On each remainder ... oe vie we 16 
On the grant of the dignity of a Knight . 10 
On an appointment to an office, licence in 
mortmain, licence for a theatre, congé 
d’eliré, royal’ ussent, restitution of tempo- 
ralities, presentation, civil commission, pen- 
sion, and on every other warravt for letters 
patent not comprised in the above:— 
On the first skin... seo oes 
On every other skin... ise ee . 10 0 0 
Under the Stamp Daties Act (33 & 34 Vict. o. 97), 
stamp daty of ten shillings is payable to revenue in res 
of every warrant under the Royal Sign Manual. That 
duty (which will be separately impressed on the warrant) | 
is incladed in the amounts set forth in this scheds'9. 


10 0 90 





SF eEZSRE, || © 


PF 


£58 % Foe 


& eBSFR SeSseFs Fs 


Aug. 3, 1878. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 787 








Leqislatian of the Weck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
JULY 25.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME, 
Dsstors Act AMENDMENT. 

BILLS PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Commutation or Tires. WhcuTs and MBasuREs. 
Potice (Expenses) Act ConTINvANCE. 

BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Country or Hertrorp. 
JULY 26.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME, 
Merrorouitan Boarp or Works (Money). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Breme Forest. Poxrice (Expznses) Act Continuance. 
JULY 29.—BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
‘MerrorouiTaN Boarp or Works (Money). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
FresHwater Fiso Prorgcrion. WeicHTS AND Mzasungzs, 
ComMvTATION OF TITHES. 
JULY 30.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Navat DiscrptinE AMENDMENT. 
BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Desrors Act AMENDMENT. 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Corns (Gauwax) River. Merrorontan Boarp or 
-  "‘Worxs (Money). 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
JULY 25.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Patvatz Buts.— Treherne’s Estate, Vane-Tempest 

Settled Estate. 

JULY 26.—BILL IN COMMITTEE. 

Conracious DiszasEs (ANIMALS) (new clauses). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Highways. ADMIRALTY AND War Orrice (RETIREMENT 
oF OrriceRs). 

‘BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 

Duxz or Connavcut’s ANNUITY. 
JULY 28.—BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Patvatz But.—Marquis of Exeter’s Settled Estate. 
BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 

Duxe oF QonnavoGut’s EsTaBLisHMENT — through 
committee), Contagious Diszaszs (ANIMALS) (new 
clauses). 

JULY 31.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

ConsotipaTeD Funp (No. 4). DisquatiricaTION oF 

Mepicat Rewer Removat. 

BILLS PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Contagious Diszases (Animas). Prisons (Orricers’ 
SuPERANNUATION). 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Pruyons Auruoritizs Act (1874) AmenpMenT. DvkE oF 
Connaveut’s EsraBLisHMENT, 


a 


daw Student’s Sourwal. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
Micuartmas Courses or Lectures, 1878. 
Subjects and Professors, 

Jurisprudence, including International Law, Public and 

Privete—Rowan Law—and Constitutional Law and Legal 
ory. 

Joint Professors—Frederie Harrison, Esq., James Bryce, 

Esq., D.C.L. 


ae 
Professor—Arthur Shelly Eddis, Esq., Q. 0. 
The Law of Real and Personal Property. 
Professor—Joshua Williams, Esq., Q.C. 
The Common Law. 
Professor—Sir James FitzJames Stephen, Q.C., K.C.S.I. 


Prospectus of the Lectures of the Professors, 
JURISPRUDENCE, 
The Professor of Jurisprudence will, during the ensuing 
educationsl term, conclude his course of lectures on the 
general theory of contract; and he will subsequently give 








a course of lectures oa principles of contract as affected by 
the conflict of municipal Jaws. 

There will be ten lectures during the term. 

The course will commence on Monday, November 4, at 
3 p.m., and will be continued on Thursdays and Mondays at 
the same hour. 

Egurry. 

The Professor of Equity will deliver during-the ensuing 
educational term, twelve lectures upon the principles of 
equity in connection with trusts and powers. 

The first lecture will be delivered on Wednesday, Novem- 
ber 6, at 4.15 p.m., and the subsequent lectures at the 
same hour on Fridays and Wednesdays during the term. 


Law OF REAL AND Personal PROPERTY. 


The Professor of the Law of Real and Personal Property 
will deliver, during the ensuing educational term, twelve 
lectures on the subject of copyholds. 

The first lecture on this subject will be delivered on 
Tuesday, November 5, at 4.15 p.m. 

The subsequent lectures will be delivered on Saturdays at 
3.15 p.m., and on Tuesdays at 4,15 p.m. 


Common Law. 


The Professor of Common Law will deliver, during the 
ensuing educational term, twelve lectures on the law of 
contracts. 

The first lecture on this subject will be delivered on 
Monday, November 4, at 4.15 p.m. 

The subsequent lectures will be delivered on Thursdays 
and Mondays at the same hour. 


Nore.—In December next there will be four examinations, 
one in the subject of the lectures given by each professor, open 
(subject as hereinafter mentioned) to all students who have during 
the year attended the lectures of any of the professors, but 
no student will be admitted to the examination in the subjects 
of the lectures of any professor unless he shall have attended at 
least two-thirds of the lectures given during the year by such 
professor. No student will be admitted to more than two 
examinations; and no student who shall have obtained a 
studentship will be admitted to any such examination. 

After the examinations the following prizes will, on the re- 
commendation of the committee, be given (that is to say) :— 

To the students who shall have passed the best examination 
in the subjects of the lectures of each professor, first prize, £50 ; 
second prize, £25 ; third prize, £15; fourth prize, £10; anda 
first and second prize of £70 and £30, respectively, to the 
students who obtain the greatest agerogate number of marks in 
the examination in the subjects of the lectures given by any two 
of the professors, 

No student will be entitled to more than one prize, buta 
student will receive the prize of the highest value to which he 
shall appear to be entitled. 

The committee will not be obliged to recommend any of the 
above prizes to be awarded, if the result of the examination be 
such as, in their opinion, will not justify such recommendation. 

Any further information required by students may be ob- 
tained on application to the cierk of the council, Lincoln's 


Inn Hall. 
By Order of the Council, 
(Signed) S. H. Watpoxs, Chairman. 
Council Chamber, Lincola’s Inn, 
July 19, 1878. 


MicuHar~Mas Examination, 1878. 
Examination of Candidates for Pass Certificates. 


Son attention of students is requested to the following 
rules:— 

No student admitted after the 31st of December, 1872, 
shall receive from the council the certificate of fitness for 
call to the bar required by the four Inns of Court anless 
he shall have a satisfactory examination in the 
following subjects—viz., (1) Roman law; (2) The law 
of real and personal property ; (8) Common law; and (4) 

uity. 

on admitted after the 3lst of December, 1872, 
shall be examined for call to the bar until he shall have 
kept nine terms ; except that students admitted after that 
day shall have the option of passing the examination in 
Roman law at any time after having kept four terms, 

An examination will be held in October next, to which a 
student of any of the Inns of Court, who is desirous of 
becoming a candidate for a certificate of fitness for being 
called to the bar, will be admissible. 
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Each student proposing to submit himself for examination 
will be required to enter his name, personally or by letter, 
at the treasurer’s or steward’s office of the Inn of Court to 
which he belongs, on or before Wednesday the 9th day of 

“October next ; and he will further be required to state in 
writing whether his object in offering himself for examina- 
tion is toobtain a certificate preliminary to a call to the 
bar; or whether he is merely desirous of passing the 
examination in Roman law under the above-stated rule. 

The examination will commence on Tuesday, the 22nd 
day of October next, and will be continued on the Wednes- 
day, Thursday, and Friday following. 

It will take place in the hall of Lincoln’s-inn; and the 
doors will be closed ten minutes after the time appointed for 
the commencement of the examination. 

The examination by printed questions will be conducted 
in the following order:—Tuesday morning, October 22, at 
ten, on the law of real and personal property ; Wednesday 
morning, October 23, at ten, on common law; Thursday 
morning, October 24, at ten, on equity ; Friday morning, 
October 25, at ten, on Roman law; Friday afternoon, 
October 25, at two, on constitutional law and legal history. 

The ora] examination will be conducted in the same 
order, and on the same subjects, as above appointed for the 
examination by printed questions. 

Norz.—Only students admitted prior to January 1, 1873, 
and who are candidates for a pass certificate, have an option 
of passing in constitutional law and legal history, or Roman 
law; common law or equity ; and real and personal prop- 
erty law. 

The examiner in the law of real and personal property 
will examine in the following subjects:—The creation, 
devolution, and disposition inter vivos, and by will, of 
estates, and interests in and powers over real and personal 
property, including estates and interests, by way of statu- 
tory use, and of trust. Candidates will be examined in the 
elements of the foregoing subjects. 

The examiner in common law will examine in the follow- 
ing subjects :—(1) The law of contracts ; (2) Criminal law; 
(3) The procedure in an action in the Queen’s Bench, Com- 
mon Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions of the High Court of 
Justice. Candidates will be examined on general and 
elementary principles of law. 

The examiner in equity will examine in the as 
subjects:—(1) Administration ; (2) Fraud. Candidates wi 
be examined in the above-mentioned subjects. 

The examiners in Roman law will examine in the Insti- 
tutes of Justinian, books 1 and 2; book 3, title 13, to the 
end of the book; book 4, titles 1 to 5 inclusive. 

The examiners in constitutional law and legal history 
will examine in the following books and subjects :—(1) 
Stubbs’ Constitutional History of England; (2) Hallam’s 
Constitutional History ; (3) Broom’s Constitutional Law. 
Candidates will be examined in No. 1 and No. 3 only, or in 
No. 2and No. 3 only, of the foregoing subjects, at their 
eption, 

Norte.—Only students admitted prior to January 1, 1878, 
and who are candidates for a pass certificate, have an option 
of passing in constitutional law, and legal history, or Roman 
law ; common law or equity; and real and personal prop- 
erty law. 





Court Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATUORE. 
Rota or ReGisTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court oF 
APPRAL. 
5Mr. Holdship Mr. Ward Mr. Milne 
6 Teesdale Pemberton 
Holdship Ward 
Teesdale Pemberton 
Holdship Ward 


V.C.Bacom. V.C. Hatt. 


Monday, Aug.. 5Mr. Koo Mr. King 
Tuesday ...... 6 Clowes Farrer 
Wednesday.... 7 Koe King 
Thursday .... 8 Clowes Farrer 
Pras cccceee D9 Koo King Latham 
The Long Vacation will commence on Saturday, the 10th 


aay of —-* and terminate on Thursday, the 24th day of 
October, 1878, both days inclusive. 


Date. 


Monday, Aug.. 
Tome. 
Wednesday.... 7 
Thursday .... 8 


Mastsx oF THE 
Rotts. V.C. Mattys. 





—==3 
SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


August 7.—Messrs. Epwin Fox & Bovsriexp, at the 
po ah absolute reversion (see advertisement, p. 4, this 
week). 


p.m., freehold and leasehold properties and shares 
tisement, p. 4, this week). 
August 8.—Mesers. Furner & DANNAN, at the Mart, at 2 
p-m., leasehold property (see advertisement, p. 5, July 27), 
August 8.—Messrs. C. C. & T. Moore, at the Mart, at 1 p.m, 
freehold and leasehold properties (see advertisement, p, ry 
this week). 
August 9.—Messrs. Norton, Trist, WATNEY, & Co., at thy 
Mart, at 2 p.m., absolute reversion and freehold property (gg 
advertisement, see pages 4, July 13 and 27). 


August 7.—Messrs, WEATHERALL & GREEN, at the Mart, akg 
(see adver. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


August 1, 1878. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 por Cont, Consols, 954 Annuitias, April, 85, 9% 

Ditto for Account, Sept. 2, 95 | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1408 

Lo. 3 per Cent. Reduced, 954 Ex Bills ,£1000, 24 per Ct. 10m 
New 3 per Cont., 954 Ditto, £500, Do, 10 pm. 

Do. 84 perCent., Jan, "94 Ditto, 2100 & £2Cc, 10 pm. 
Do. 24 perCont., Jan. 94 Bank of England Stock, 263 
Do 5 per Cent., Jan. 73 Dittc for Account. 

Annuities, Jan. ’80 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


Ind. Stk.,5 per Cent.,July, 80,1032; Enf.Pr.5§ perCnt., May, 88} 
Ditto fol Anseamhen maw Ditto ‘Debentures, 4 per Cent, 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. ’88, 104} April, ’64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. 73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. 78 | Do, Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
2nd Knf.Pr,, 5 per C.,Jan.’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. .| Closing Price, 








Bristol and Exeter 
Caledonian 
Glasgow and South-Western ........0..0008 eocee 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock sseccossseses 
Great Northern ...... 
Do., A Stock* 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Great Western—Original............ 
Lancashire and Yorkshire ... 
London, Brighton, and South Coast. 
London, Chatham, and Dover.......... 
London and North-Western 
London and South Western aes 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ......s000 








Stock 
Stock 
Stock Pp 
Stock} Do., District 
Stock aia A 

Stock | North British 
Stock| North Eastern......esssseccssseserseeees 
Stock} North London 
Stock} North Staffordshire 
Stock/South Devon 
Stock|South-Eastern 

















ORO e ee ee reeteneeeerareemereneetet 




















® A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

CrarKk.—July 26, at 18, Moniteni-vood, ge oape the wife o 
William J. Hyne Clark, barrister-at-law, of @ eon. 

Pracocx.--July 27, at 4, Morland-road, Addiscombe, t 
wife of Richard Henry Peacock, of Gray’s-inn, solicitor, 
a daughter. wife 

Preston.—July 20, at 1, Carlsburg, Bournemouth, the 
Donald W. Preston, solicitor, of a daugbter. 

PuitcuarpD.—July 26, at 8, Gloucester-place, Hyde-park, 
the wife of T. 8. Pritchard, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

SHEPHEARD.—July 28, at 18, Taviton-street, Gondon-eoee 
the wife of Wallwyn Poyer B. Shepheard, of Lincoln’s- 
barrister-at-law, of a son. 

Sxe1i.—July 26, at 19, Windsor-stroet, Dundee, the wife of 
John Shiell, solicitor, of a son. 
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ee 
MARRIAGES. 
perts.—Fartow.—July 80, at St. Stephen’s, Avenue-road, 
t’s-park, Cecil Augustus Betts, of Gray’s-inn, solicitor, 
* to Mary Ann Emma, daughter of Charles Farlow, of St. 
Edmund’s-terrace, Regent’s-park. _ 
Quonp—Wricut.—July 23, at Edinburgh, George William 
Thomson Omond, advocate, Edinburgh, to Margaret Isa belle 
Alice, daughter # the late James Wright, of 13, Ainslie- 
Edinburgh. 
ouoxp—Invine.—July 25, at Arnot Hill, Falkirk, Thomas 
Stewart Omond, barrister-at-law, to Christian Katherine, 
daughter of the late Rev. Lewis Hay Irving, Falkirk. 


DEATHS. 
Grant.—July 24, at Glen Aldiec, Tain, Ross-shire, John Grant, 
solicitor, aged 71. : é 
ScHoMBERG.—July 28, at Seend, Wilts, Joseph Trigge Schom- 
berg, Q.C., bencher of Lincoln’s-inn, recorder of Aldborough, 


Suffolk, aged 72. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Liirep 1n CHANCERY. 
Fripay, July 26, 1878. 

Flagstaff Silver Mining Company of Utah, Limited.—Petition for wind- 
ing uv presented July 25, directed to be heard ‘before M.R. on Aug 
3. Manbey, Chancery lane, solicitor for the petitioner 

Meat Provision Trades Review, Limited.—Creditors are required on or 
before Aug 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts and claims to Robert Proud Lambert, Clapham rd, 
Lambeth. Monday, Oct 28 at 12, is appointed for hearing and adju- 
dieating upon the said debts and claims 

North British Oil and Candle Company, Limited.—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented July 23, directed to be heard before the M.R, on Aug 
3. Linklater and Co, Wa'brook, solicitors for the petitioners 

Willesden Press Association, Limited.—Petition for winding up pre- 
sented July 19, directed to be heard before the M.R, on Aug 3. Alsop 
and Co, Great Marlborough st, solicitors fur the petitioner 


LimIvTeD tN CHANCERY. 
TvuEsDAy, July 3C, 1878, 

Agricultural Auction and Agency Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up presented July 27, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins 
on Aug7. Rooks and Co, King st, Cheapside, solicitors for the peti- 
tioner 

Beverley Iron and Waggon Company, Limited.—By an order made by 
V.C. Hall, dated July 19, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Dommett, Gresham st, agent for Slater and Turnbull, 
Manchester, solicitors for the petitioner 

ton Co-operative Stores, Limited—By an order made by V.C. 

alins, dated July 19, it was ordered that the above company be 

wound up. Newman, Draper’s gardens, Throgmorton avenue, soli- 
citor for the petitioner 

British Alliance Assurance Corporation, Limited.—By an crder made 
by V.C. Malins, dated Julv 19, it was ordered that the above company 
be wound up. Robinson, Philpot lane, solicitor?for the petitioners 

Chollerford (Roman Wall) Hydropathic Establishment Company, 
Limited—By an order made by the M.R., dated July 20, it was 
ordered that the above company be wound up. Ellis and Co, St. 
Swithin’s lane, solicitors for the petitioners 

Crown Match Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Aug 30, 10 send their names and addresses and the particulars of their 
debts or claims to William Henry Pannell, Guildhall chambers, 
Soturday, Oct 26 at 11, isappointed for hearing and adjudicating upon 
the debts and claims 

Great Western and Parisian Laundry Company, Limited.—By an order 
made by the M.R., dated July 20, it was ordered that the voluntary 
winding up of the above company be continued. Ellis and Oo, St. 
Swithin’s lane, solicitors for the petitioner 

Holywell and District Waterworks Company, Limited.—The M.R. has 
fixed Aug 7 at 12, at his chambers as the time and place for the ap- 
pointment of an official liquidator 

Val Barbina (Italian) Nickel Mining Compary, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up presented July 29, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins 
Fy Aug 7. Abrahams and Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the peti- 

ers 


CounTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
Farway, July 26, 1878. 

Grosvenor Colliery Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up pre- 
sented July 17, directed to be heard before the V.C. on Aug 6 at Sr. 
George’s Hal!, Liverpool. Chester and Co, Staple inn, agents for 
Hulme and Co, Manchester, solicitors for the petitioner 


STANNARIES OF CORNWALL, 
Tuxspay, July 30, 1878. 

North Treskerby Mining Company.—Petition for winding-up presented 
July 25, directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden at the Prince's 
I, Truro, on Aug 12at 12. Affidavits intended to be used at the 
hearing, in opposition to the petition, must be filed at the Registrar’s 
Office, Truro, on or before Aug 8, and notice thereof must be given to 
on petitioners or their solicitor. Paull, Truro, solicitor to the 


tioner 
STANNARIES OF Devon. 
- Tuzspay, July 30, 1878. 
Frank Mills Mining Company.—Petition for winding wu: sented Jul 
25, directed to be heard before the Vice Warden, Tt the Prince's 


Anderson, Joseph, C 





Hall, Truro, on Augi5at 12. Affidavits interded to be used at the 
hearing, in opposition to the petition, must be filed at the Registrar's 
Office, Truro, on or before Aug 12, and notice thereof must at the 
same time be given to the petitioners, or their solicitors, Hodge 
and Co, Truro, solicitors for the petitioners 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Frivay, July 26, 1878. . 
Kirton-in-Lindsey Industrial Co-operative Society, Limited, Kirton-in- 
Lindsey. July 20 : 
TuEspaYy, May 30, 1878. 
Forest Union Ledge, Grand United Order of Odd Fellows’ Friendly 
Society, Colne District, Trawden, nr Colne, Lancashire. July 26 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, July 12, 1878. 
Amies, Elizabeth, Wolverhampton. Sept 1. Milner v. Milner, V.C. 
Hall. Riley, Wolverhampton 
Arundell, Cecil, Keppell st, Russell sq, Solicitor. Aug12. Arundell 
v. Arundell, M.R. Miller and Miller, Sherborne lane 
Curphey, Matthias Thomas, Liverpool st, Walworth,Gent, Aug 12. 
Curphey v. Curphey, M.R. Pawle, New inn, Strand 
Fryer, Isaac, Kinson, Dorset,Esq. Septi. Fryer v. Fryer, V.0. Hall 
Dorman, x st, Strand 
Fuller, William Henry Lawrence, Coimbatore, Madras. Major in 
H.M.’s Indian Army. Nov 2. Fuller v. Toner, V.C. Malins. Godsell, 


Furnival’s inn, Holborn 
Schofield, John, Heywood, Lancashire, Oct 15. Booth v. Schofield, 


V.C. Malins. Grundy, Bur 
Smith, John, Bishopstoke, Meal Oct 19. Cooksey v. Fisk, ¥.C. 
Malins. Hickman, Southampton 


Turspay, July 16, 1878. 

Bridgwater, John, Brecon, Tanner. Augi9, Bridgwater v. Bridgwater 
M.k. Bridgwater, Brecon 

Pearce, Robert, Easton, Dorset, Farmer, Aug 20. McLean v. Smith, 
V.C. Bacon. Swaine, Cheapside 

Thomas, John, Tyr Citrib, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Farmer. Oct 15. 
Thomas v. Thomas, V.C. M:lins. Howell, Lianelly 

Walker, William, Ranskill, Nottingham, Farmer, Aug17. Jordan v. 
Walker, M.R. Hearfield, Hull 

Weatherhead, Henry, Park villas, Upper Holloway. Esq. Oct 15. 
Weatherhead v. Evors, V.C, Malins. Williams, Guildford st, 
Russell sq 





Fripay, Jaly 19, 1878. 
den Hill gardens, 


Pp Esq. Aug 19. White v. 

Anderson, M.R. Murray, Birchin lane : 
Campbell, Robert, Great Marlborough st. Gent. Sept 30. Orford v. 
Baron Kinnaird, V.C. Malins. Dimond, Henrietta st, Cavendish 





uare 

oom, Thomas, Inkberrow, Worcester, Farmer. Aug 3l. Cowley 
vy. Averill, V.C. Malins, Clarke, Bedford row 

Frost, George, Bolsover st, Licensed Victualler. Sept 1. Frost v. 
Lambert, V.C. Hall. Maude, Great Winchester st buildings 

Geldard, Jane, Barnard Castle, Durham. Aug 3l. Charge v. Mitch- 
ell, V.C. Malins. Palmer, Essex st, Strand 

Lovell, Benjamin, Alma villas, Hackney, Gent. Sept 15. Moresv. 
Love.l, M.R. Syms and Sons, Furnival’s ian 

Nightingale, George, Coxley, Wells, Yeoman, Oct1l. Pike v. Hobbs, 
V.C. Bacon. Hobbs, jun, Wells 

Skidmore, Blanche, Netherton, rr Dudley, Iron Tube Manufacturer. 
Aug 21. Slade v. Skidmore, V.C. Hall. S»nders, Birmingham 

Walton, Christopher, Ludgate Hill, Jeweller. Oct 1, Walton rv. 
Walton, V.C. Malins. Batten, Fetter lane 


Tuzspay, July 23, 1878, 

Anwyl, Wetkin, Pwitheli, Carnarvon. Aug23. Anwyl v. Davies, M.R. 
Jordan, Westminster chambers, Victoria st 

Blaise, Francois Frederick Louis, St James’s st, Surgical Instrumant 
Maker. Sept 30. Blaise v. Russell, V.C. Malins. Rogers, Knight 
Rider st 

Gerbow, John. Oct 25. Hyde v. West, M.R. 

Howley, Catherine, Theobald’s rd. Oct 10. Parker v. Shackell, V.C. 
Hall. Young, Serjeants ’inn, Fleet st 


Fray, July 26, 1878, 
Besson, Florentine Melanie, Euston rd, Musical Instrument Manufac- 
turer. Oct1l. Besson v. Besson, V,C. Hall. Campbell, Warwick st 


Regent st 

breathed, William, Belstone, Devon, }Yeoman. Oct 1. Brookland v. 
Crocker, V.C. Hall. Burd, Okehampton 

Coz, George, Cloak lane, Solicitor. Aug 26, Fothergill v. Cox, M.R. 
Raven, Queen Victoria st ‘ 

Elston, Thomas, Poulton, Lancashire, Gent. Sept 30. Stallard v. Fara 
V.C. Bacon, Edelston, Preston. 

Margerrison, James, Sheflield, Slater. Oct 10. Shirtcliffe vy. Hodgson, 
V.C. Hall. Branson and Co, Sheffield 

Percival, Anthony, King Henry’s rd, South Hampstead, Wine Mer- 
chant. Sept%. Percival v. Barney, V.C. Hall. Fisher, Essex st, 
Strand 

Rawlinson, Rev William Chapman, Chedburgh, Suffolk. Aug 23. Raw- 
linson v. Bevan, V.C, Bacon. Salmon, Bury St Edmunds 

Read, Septimus, Jewin st, Surgeon. Oct 29, Read v. Read, M.R. 
Tatham, Staple inn, Holbora 

Roe, sr ame Hatfield, York, Esq. Oct 29. Marshall v. Priest- 
ley, V.C, Ha 

van ii ree, Tickford Park, Bucks, Esq. Oct 29. Sperling v. 
Rochfort, V.C. Hall 

White, Eleanor, Catherine cottages, Kensington. Aug 31. Palmer v. 
Davis, V.0. Hall. Wild and Co, Ironmonger lane, Cheapside 

Wilkinson, George, Heaton Norris, Lancashire, Master Cotton Spinner. 
Oct 21, Wikinson vy. Wilkinson, V.C. Bacon. Vaughan, 


Norris 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last oe of Clam. 
Tunapay, July 16, 1878. 
Ascough, Matthias, Grewelthorpe, York, Fullmonger, Augl0, Cal-- 
vert, Masham 
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Ailesbury; Hon George William Frederick, Marquis of, K.G., Savernake 
Forest, Wilts. Septi. Nicholl-and Co, Howard st, Strand 

Britt, Henry, St John’s Common, “Sussex, Gardener. Aug 3!. Free- 
man ani Freeman-Gel!, Brighton 

Budge, Edwin, Hewish, Somerset, Yeoman. Aug 18. Alford, Crew- 


kerne , 
Bunker, Leah, Stoke Damerel, Devon. Sept 30, Gard, St. Aubyn st, 
De rt 


Ca'verley, Daniel, Marsh, Huddersfield, Merchant. Sept 1. Mills and 
Bibby, Hudder: field 

Clarke, John, Long Sutton, Lincoln,Gent. Aug 12. Mossop and Mos- 
sop, Long Sutton 

Cooper, Rev Augustus, Upper Norwood, Surrey. Aug 22. Hazard, 
Harleston 

Daw, Semue!, Coven Heath, nr Wolverhampton, Licensed Victualler. 
Aug 9. Gatis, Wolverhampton 

Frost, William, Union ct, Oid Broadst, Builder. Aug 30. Cramp and 
Son, Philpot lane 

Hamilton, Charles, Kingston-upon-Thames, Plumber. Aug 24. Wal- 
ter and Durham, Kingston-npon-Thames 

Herzig, Isaac, Newgate st, Importer of Berlin Wool. Aug 31. Gregory, 
Gresham st M 

Hunt, Philip, Westbourne park crescent, Gent. Septl. Potter, King 
st, Cheapside 

James, ‘Edward Hoblyn, Trevarthian, Cornwall, farmer. Aug 10. 
Hodge and Co, Truro 

Jones, Thomas, Kirk Braddon, Isle of Man, Labourer. Avg 30. 
Miller, Worcester 

Jones, William, Kirx Braddon, Isle of Man, Painter. Aug 30. 
Miller, Worcester 

Kerr, Crawford Davison, Edinburgh, Esq. Aug 10. Simpson and Co, 
Moorgate st 

ieee, foun, Maiey Plain, Plymouth. Aug 31, Edmonds and Sons, 
Plymout 

Langton, John, Bleaséale, Lancashire. Sept 30. Wheeler and Fletcher, 
Clitheroe 

Lewis, Robert, Presteign, Radnor. Aug 24. Wakelin, Presteign 

Mason, Wil'iam, Har psthwaite, York, Farmer. Sept4. Gilland Son, 
Knaresbrough 

MeDonald, James, Merthyr Tydfil, Retired Draper. Aug 17. Lewis 
aod Jones, Merthyr Tycfil 

Paimer, John, Weston-super-Mare, Gent. Sept 13. Baker and Co, 
Weston-super-Mare 

Samuels, Samuel, Minories, Gent. Aug 15. Champion and Jutsum, 
Whitechapel rd 

Sercombe, John, Nyaghur, Surbiton, Sarrey, Underwriter. Aug 30. 
Crump and Son, Philpot lane 

Shalders, Radrum Samuel, Camomile st, Farrier. Sept 12. Taylor and 
Jaquet, South st, Finsbury sq 

— z, ed Surlingham, Norfolk, Yeoman. Aug 16, Clabburn, 

orwic. 

Tinker, Matthew, Womersley, York,Gent. Aug9. Arandel and Son, 
Pontefract 

Walker, Elizabeth, Colchester. Sept29. John Stuck Barnes, Casina, 
Colchester, Gent 

Wilson, John, Pontefract, York, Saddler. Aug 17. Wood, Ponte- 
fi 


ract 
vm, Robert, Devonport, Gent. Sept 30. Gard, St Aubyn st, 


on port 
Paar, Jaly 19, 1878, 

Bailey, Elizabeth, Derby. Aug 31. Robotham, Derby 
Bailey, William, Lower Peover, Chester, Farmsr. Aug, 29. Cooke 

Winsford 
Baker, Charles Newcomb, King’s-road, Chelsea, Game Dealer. Aug 

24. Newman, Clifford’s inn, Fleet st 
Bancroft, Kobert, Liverpool, Merchant. Aug3l. Bateson and Co 
Barber. Williem, Little North st, Whitechapel, Horse Siaughterer. 

Aug 30. Turner and Son, Leadenhall st 

Heath and 


Barnard, Anne, Somerset rd, Tottenham. Aug 17. 
Parker, Saint He'en’s place 

Bean, Mary, es ee eames Lincoln. Aug 22. Tweed and 

i» Lincoln 

Brock, Samnel, Bradford, Joiner. Sept 17. Browning, Bradford 

Erown, Samuel, Romford, Essex, Gentleman, Aug 30. Surriage and 
Co., Lombard st 

Cordingl-y, Samuel, Horton, York, Land Agent. Sept17. Brown- 
ing, Bradford 

Comer, James, Albany rd, Camberwell, Newspaper Agent. Aug 15. 
Tomes, Spital 

re. anes, Potternewton, York, Esq. Oct 1. Middleton and 


’ 

Daniel, Eliza Hannah, Woolton, Lancaster. Augl6. Tyrer and Co, 
Liverpool 

Filmore, Charles James, Bishops Waltham, Builder. Aug 31. 
Hewit:, Bishoos Waltham 

Vison, Ssmuel, Bottisuam, Cambridge, Farmer. Oct 11. Eadens and 
Knowles, Cambridge 
atter, Elizabeth Jewsy, Cranfield Court, Bedford. Aug 31. Flavell 
and Bowma: 4 


a, a row 
Bewierson, Jotm Haller, Alderney r4, Mile end rd, Retired Master 
Mariner, Sept 5. Ru Coleman st 
Jibey, Aiice, Newcastie-ngon-T yne, General Dealer, Sept 9. Brewis, 
Eision, Neweastie-npon-Tyne 
» Mary, Wilmslow. Aug 31. Cooper and Sons, Man- 


Wilar, Mary, Baint Thomas’ Green, Haverfordwest. Ang 23. Price, 
Haverfordwest 

ae Sept 30. Allon and Bon, Carlisle st, 

Pritchara, Wiizabeth, lagwartine, Hereford, Sept. 29, Humfrys, 

Rhodes, William Bir’ Hounslow, Gent. Sept 12, 


barker, % Michael's 
hag A. Gatton and EHiliott, ' 


Pomona 
Sctt, William, Manchester, om 
Mancheunr 
Steses, ames, Gaited, Lancaster, Chaia maker. Augis. Bowden, 
Buith, Viizs, Bouth Ghie'ds. Aug l6. Kewney, North Shields 





a 

Spence, Henry, Balsall Heath, Worcester, Gent. Sapt 2, Pointon, 
Birmingham ; 

Sterry, James Masterton, Leytonstone, Esséx, Waréhouseman, Ate 
Curtis, Old Jowry chambers 

Turner, Samuel, Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn, Barrister-atiiy 
Aug 30, Powell and Co, Newport Pagnell . 

Wear, John, Congresbury, Somerset, Innkeeper. Aug 31. Perhau, 
Wrington, near Bristol 

Wilson, Francis, Ludford, Lincoln, solicitor. Aug 3l. Rhodes dng 
Sons, Market Rasen 

Tuxspay, July 23, 1878. 

Badcock, Caroline Sophia, Esher rd, Hornsey Rise. Aug 31, Gregory, 
Bishopsgate st within i 

Baker, George, Colchester, Essex, Merchant, Sept 2. Pope and ¢p, 
Colchester 

Barrow, Thomas Alexander, Prescot, Lancashire, Gent. Sépr'}, 
Barrow and Cook, St Helen’s 

Bartlett, James Griffen, Portsea, Grocer. Aug \7. Feltham, Portgay 

Bax, Joseph, Buckland, Dover, Journeyman Carpenter. Aug 9, 
Knocker, Dover ‘ 

Bradbury, Joseph Broughton, Leighton rd, Kentish Town, Gént, 
Oct 1. Fenton and Owen, Hudéersfield 

Brady, Patrick Augustus, Bradford, Doctor of Medicine. Sept 1, 
Terry and Robinson, Bradford 

Chandler, Thomas, Worcester, Gent. Sept 21. Pidcock and Sons, 
Worcester 

Connor, Elizabeth, The Lunatic Asylum, Hanwell. Aug 31. Redpath 
and Ho!dsworth, Bush lane 

Cook, Christmas Charles, Litcham, Norfolk, Farmer. Sept 1. Part 
ridge and Co, King’s Lynn 

Crawford, William, Yarm, York, Esq. Sept 16. Newby, Stockton-on- 
Tees 

Crowther-Beynon, Richard William Barzardiston, a Captain in H.M); 
lst Koyal Scots Regiment of Foot. Dec 31. Rixons, Gracechuteh 


st 

De Winton, Walter, Maes!lwch Castle, Radnor, Esq. Aug3l. Parkin 
and Pagden, New aq, Lineoln’s inn 

Dyson, Martha, Fore st, Edmonton, S2pt 20. Dingwall, Tokenhotiss 
yard 

Eccles, William, Blackburn, Cotton Spinner. Sept1. Pickop, Blatk- 
burn 

Evans, Thomas, Nantygollen, Salop,Gent. Novl. Richards and Sm, 
Liangollen 

Foster, Frank, Halifax, Builder. Oct 1. Foster and Englaiid, 
Halifax 

Gardner, James, Liverpool, Cook. Aug 10. Williams, Liverpool 

Holroyd, Squire, Headingley-cum-Rarley, nr Leeds, Builder. Oct |, 
Buttler and Middlebrook, Leeds 

Hoenywood, Sir Courtenay, Ashford, Kent, Bart. Aug 31. Sandilanés 
and Co, Fenchurch st 

Hubbard, Charles Swithin, Albany st, Regent’s-park, Coal Merchant, 
Aug 19. Evans, Rotherham 

Knapping, Dale, South Shoebary, Essex, Esq. Sept 3. Baker and 
Nairne, Crosby *q 

Lade, John Pryce, Broughton-under-Blean, Kent, Esq. Oct 1. 
Wightwick and Co, Canterbury 

aay Luke, Hailsham, Sussex, Farmer. Aug 30. Sinnock, Hail 


sham 
— Jane Charlotte, Woolwich. Sojt 16. Orowther, Raymond 
buildings 
O’Reiily, John, Greenwich, jate a Commander in the R.N. Ang 1. 
Smith, Church court, Clement’s lane sak 
ug 


Palmer, Mary Stephenson, Montpellier terrace, Sussex. 
Holmes and Son, Bedford row 
—> Israel, West Coker, Somersst, Gent. Aug 30. Watt, 
eovil 
Rigby, Edward Robert, Gracechurch st, Brush Maker. Aug 31, Rel- 
path and Holdsworth, Bush lane 
a Surlingham, Norloik, Yeoman. Aug 16, Cladbar, 
orwich ; 
Streat, Thomas, Burford, Oxford, Gent. Aug 29. Sallivan and 
Wilmot, Fairford 
Ward, William George, Notts, Lace Manufacturer, Sept 7. Wateos 
and Wadsworth, Notts 
Watson, Charles, jun, Manchester, Merchant. Aug 31. Grundy ani 


Kershaw, Manchester 
Wayne, Thomas, Glanéare, Glamorgan, Ironmaster. Oct 1. Liewebia, 


Newport 
Faway, July 26, 1878, 


amen, George, St, Albans, Hereford, Esq. Aug 31. Parkers, Bed- 

lord row 

Baynes, Henry George, Woburn place, Russell square, Bank Manager. 
Sept 2, Lee, New inn, Strand 

Bowen, Wiliiam Henry Dundas, late a purser on board the Merchant 
Steam — Senega|. Aug 24, Duncan & Oo, Bloomsbary #q 

Cameron, Elien, Avery row, New Bond at., Baker. Aug 31. 
Old Cavendish st 

E1wards, Kitsabeth, Toxteth Park, Liverpool, Aug 31. Foster and 


, Liverpoo 

Edwards, Joseph, Upper Quinton, Gloucester, out of business. Sept 
7, Statter and Son, Stratford-upou-Avon 

Evans, Llewellyn , Wilson, Durham, Surgeon, Oct 31, Addymss, 
Parkhurst rd 

Farebrother, Maria Louies, Earl's court rJ, Kensington, Aug 4. 
Withall and Compton, Great George st., Westminster 

Forester, Joon Ward, King st, Portaca, Cierk in the Portsmouth Dock 
yard. Oct}. Besant & Oo,, Portssa 

ae Mey Ann, Branswick place, Regent's Park, Oct 1. Drakes 
Picesaily 

Hamer, Honry Perey, Dover st. Picordilly, eq. Oct 4. Besursis 
New inn, Strand mam 


Hanbury, Philip, Lombard st, Banker, BSopt 20, Pains 
Greshom House, Old Broad &t. 
Hedge, Edward, Btone buildings, Barrister-at-law. Sept 20. Coopers, 


row 
Howells, William, Pont Carmarthen, Gontloman, Sept 16 
Thombs on6 Browne Carmarthen ‘ 
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, Edward Bridges, Dorking, Surrey. Sept 22, Dawes 
Too ee Angel et, Throgmorton st, 
ce, Samuel, Merriott, Somerset, retired Malster. Aug 31. 


‘Lawren' 
kerne 
an sary, St, Thomas, Haverfordwest. Aug 23. Price, Haverford- 


west ert, Harleyford rd., Vauxhall, Builder. Sept 30. Crosse.and 


, 
caster place, Strand 
ft Lancabtr pies, Sr Lincoln, Yeoman. Sept1l. Williams Lin- 


Evan Wynne, Gloucester place, Portman sq., Esq. Sept 1. 
ham and Legge, Philpot lane 
Eliza, Queen’s st, Lambeth. August 26. Hicklin and Wash- 
ington, Trinity @q., Southwark é 
Russell, Charlotte, Kennington Parkrd. Sept 2. Diggles, Hibern ia 
chambers, London bridge 
fale, Wiliam, Derby, Silk Manufacturer. Aug 31. Sale, Derby 
, Thomas John, Old st, St. Lukes, Licensed Victualler, Aug 27. 
Mills & Co, Brunswick place, City rd. ' 
Tucker, John, Hill st, Finsbury, Cabinet Maker. Aug 20. Francis, 
Austin Friars, Broad st 
Willing, Salamon Andrew, Bowdon, Chester, Merchant. Aug 30. 
Sampson, Manchester 
Woolfe, Thomas William, Arbour sq., Commercial rd East, Ship- 
wright, Sept 20. Lewis and Watson, Gracechurch st. 
Young, George * eas Ponder’s end, Enfield, Gentleman. Sept 28. 
Enfiel 


Rignall, 


q 


Bankrupts. 
Frinay, July 26, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869.: 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar 
To Surrender in London. 

Daniel, William D’Ernst, Belvedere rd, Lambeth, Hat Manufacturer. 
Pet July 24. Hazlitt. Aug 7at2 

Reeder, Richard William, Philpot st, Commercial rd East, Cart Builder. 
PetJuly 23. Hazlitt. Aug 7 atl ’ 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Andrews, George, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer, Pet July 19. 
Dennis. No pton, Aug 6 at 12.30 

Bicheno, Robert, Gosberton, Lincoln, Ironmonger, Pet July 23. Gaches. 
Peterborough, Aug 10 at 1.30 

Fidson, Sarah, Stony Middleton, Derby, Grocer. Pet July 23. Weller. 
Derby, Aug 8 at 12.30 

Elliott, Margaret, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Pet July 23.- Mortimer. 
Newcastle, Aug 8 at 2 

Finch, Henry, Laverton, Gloucester, Farmer. Pet July 17. Gale. 
Cheltenham, Aug 6 at Il 

Fisher, William! Price, Walton-on-the-Hill, nr Liverpool, Schoolmaster. 
Pet July 22, Bellringer. Liverpool, Aug 6 at 12 

Hime, Priscilla, Liverpool, Music Seller. Pet July 23. Bellringer. 
Liverpool, Aug 12 at 12 

Aunt, Isabella, Hockerill, Bishop’s Stortford, Coach Builder. Pet June 
29, Spence. Hertford, Aug 10 at 11 

Lievesley, William, sen, and William Lievesley, jun, Worksop, Maltsters, 
Pet July 23. Rodgers. Sheffield, Aug 9 at 2 

Meadows, William Henry, Stamford, Lincoln, Butcher. Pet July 23. 
Gaches. Peterborough, Aug 10 at 11 

Middlehurst, Joseph, St Helen’s, Lancashire, Grocer. Pet July 22. 
Beliringer. Liverpool, Aug 8 at 12 

Nelson, John, Workington, Cumberland, Grocer. Pet July 24. Waugb. 
Cockermouth, Aug 19 at 4 

Owen, Frederick James, Kintbury, Berks, Gent. Pet July 22. Pinniger. 


Newbury, Aug 7 at 11 
Pickering, Thomas, Batiey, York, Tailor. Pet July 23, Nelson. 


Dewsbury, Aug 8 at 3 
Smith, John, March, Cambridge, Plumber. Pet July 24. Gaches. 
Poterborough, Aug 17 at 1 
Toxspay, July 30, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in the Country. : 


Armitage, John, Dewsbury, Auctioneer. PetJuly25. Nelson, Dews- 
bury, Aug 14 at 3 
Darby, Rey Jchn Clere Scott, Machen, Monmouth, Pet July 27. Davis. 


Newport, Aug 14 at 11 
Pet Joly 23, Willoughby. 


Garrod, Samuel, Balham, Fishmonger, 
Wandeworth, Aug !3 at 11 
Hockenhu!l, James, Wheelock Heath, Cheshire, Shoe Dealer, Pet July 


%6. Speakman, Crewe, Aug 9 at 11 
as, George, Sunderland, out of business. Pet July 25. Ellis. 
nderland, Aug 14 at 12 
Man- 


‘Wood, William, Rusholme, Manchester, Pet July 25. Kay, 
» Aug 12 at 11 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, July 26, 1878, 
Hebden, James, Pickering, York, Provision Merchant, July 23 
Meolachian, Andrew Lothian,, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. Jan 
‘Welch, ‘Harriet Gilby, Rathbone place, Oxford st. July 9 


Toxspay, July 36, 1878, 

Harrison, George, Halifax, Foreman Meobante, 
. 5 Henry, Skinner ts Snow bill, Engraver. July 27 

Richard Herbert, Upper Norwood, Surrey, no occupation. 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MHETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
din tees Farway, July 26, 1678, 
Shanklin, Tele of Wight, Butcher, ‘Aug Sat | at off 
of Lamport, High ot, Newport ; ™ va 


July 








chants. Aug 2 at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern, 
Bow st, Covent Garden 

Armstrong, Hugh, Felling, Durham, Grocer. 
Dix, Wellington chambers, Gateshead 


Althans, Andrew, and Francis Edward Cooper, Minories, Spirit Mer- 
Gresham st. Goatly, 


Aug 7 at 3 at offices of 


Baines, William Newbold, Snaresbrook, Essex, Brassfounder. Aug 8 
at 2 at offices of Badgers and Rhodes, High st, Rotherham 
Baird, David, Horsefair, Kidderminster, Millwright. Aug 7 at 4 at 


offices of Crowther, Bank buildings, Kidderminster 
Balfe, Edward Henry Laffiette, and Henry William Crowther, Hems- 
worth, York, Contractors. Aug 7 at3at offices of Gill and Wall, 
Silver st, Wakefield 
Barchand, Samuel, Catfield, Norfolk, Grocer. Aug 9 at 3 at offices of 
Miller and Co, Bank chambers, Norwich 
Bateman, Thomas Waiblinger, Shipley, York, Stuff Manufacturer. 
Aug7 at 11 at offices of Glossop and Gray, Kirkgate, Bradford 
Bayliss, John Crockett, Wolverhampton, Innkeeper. Aug 13 at 11 at 
offices of Willcock, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Birch, William, jun, Ardwick, Manchester, Baker. Aug 13 at 3 at 
offices of Smith and Boyer, Brazannose st, Manchester 
Blackhurst, Benjamin Joseph, James Matthias Lioyd, and Samuel 
Thomas, West Bromwich, Ironmasters. Aug 6 at 12 at offices of 
Waterhouse, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Boyson, James Lepard, Gracechurch st, Ship Broker. Aug 7 at 12 at 
offices of Lewis and Indermaur, Chancery lane 
Bradshaw, James, Liverpool, Tailor. Aug 19at 12 at offices of Car- 
ruthers, Lord st, Liverpool 
Brander, Edwyn Vancy, and William Reade Brander, Wood st, Chesp- 
side, Cotton Manufacturers, Aug 9 at 11 at 145, Cheapside. Robin- 
son, Christchurch passage, Newgate st 
Broadhurst, William, Oakengates, Salop, Collier. Aug 12 at 12 at offices 
of Marcy, Walker st, Wellington 
Broome, Christopher Adolphus, Bristol, Beer Retailer. 
offices of Tucker, Narrow Wine st, Bristol 
Brown, Thomas, Upton-upon-Severn, Worcester, Innkeeper. Aug Sat 
11 at offices of Piper, Court house, Ledbury 
Budden, Jesse, Christchurch, Hants, House Decorator. Aug l4at 2 
at the Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Sharp, Christcharch 
Buswell, John Charles, Walter Henry Buswell, Alfred Buaswell, and 
Emma Jane Busweil, Lutterworth, Leicester, Ironmongers. Aug 8 
at 3 at offices of Owston and Dickinson, Friar lane, Leicester 
Charlwood, Charles, Padworth, Berks, Farmer. Aug 6 at 11 at the 
Upper Ship Hotel, Duke st, Reading. Dodd, Reading 
Ciarke, Cher'es Stephen, Birmingham, of no occupation. Aug 10 at 10 
at offices of Duke, Temple row, Birmingham 
Clay, William, Alfreton, Derby, out ofbusiness. Aug 9 at 4 at offices 
'* of Parsons, Eldon chambers, Wheeler gate ; 
Clinton, James Passey, Stourport, Worcester, Tailor, Aug 7 at 3 at 
offices of Miller and Co, Church st, Kidderminster 
Coles, Jesse, St Philips, Bristol, Grocer. Aug 7 at 2 at offices of 
Sibly, Exchange West, Bristol 
Collins, Lionel, Liverpool, Produce Broker. Aug 9 at 3 at offices of 
Gibson and Co, South John st, Liverpool. Powles, Liverpool 
Conlan, Michael, Hillsborough, Sne'tield, out of ousiness. Aug 9 at3 
atoffices of Wright, Belvoir st, Leicaster 
Cooksey, Harry Smith, Birmingham, out of business. Aug 6 at 2 at 
offices of Dale, Bennett’s hil, Birmingham 
Cooper, Henry, Boston rd, Hanwell, Bootmaker. Ang 10 at 12 at the 
Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Bartley and James, Somerset st, 
Portman sq 
Cotterell, Hurry, Brighton, Jeweller. Aug I3at2 atthe Inns of Court 
Hotel, Holborn. Finnis, Sarrey st, Strand 
Couch, Tnomas Walter, Dove eourt, Old Jewry, Picture Frame Manu- 
tacturer. Aug 9 at 12 at offices of Kozgis, St Swithin’slane. May 
and Co, Adelaide place, London Bridge 
Davis, Alfred John, Birmingham, Drysalter. jf Aug 8 at 3 at offices of 
Fitter, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham . 
Emeley, William Walton, Dewsbury, Grocer. Aug 13 at 10.30 at offices 
of Ridgway and Ridgway, Union st, Dewsbury 
Evans, Thomas, Penmaenmawr, Carnarvon, Grocer, Aug 10 at 12 at 
offices of Jones, Conway 
Flynn, John, Eshar, Surrey, Deaier in Carvets. Aug M at Fat offices 
of Ambrose and Co, Grecian chambers, Temole 
Foden, Henry Rothwel', Manchester, Watchmaker. Aug 1S at 3 at 
offices of Hreath and Sons, Swan st, Manchester 
Fyans, Joseph, Liverpool, Hair Merchant. Aug I4 at 3 at offices of 
Pemberton and Co, Harringt»n st, Liverpool 
Garnett, George, Barrow-in-Furnesa, Grocer, Aug 6 at Il at the 
Imperial Hotel, Barrow-in-Furness. S'ms, Barrow-in-Furnes 
Garth, James, Lowtown, Pudsey, York, Timmer, Ang 7 at 10.30 at 
offices of Cross, Telegraph chambers, Market st, Bradford 
Green, John. Shettield, Spring Manufacturer. Aug 8 at 1) at offices of 
Lister, Figtree lane, Shetfield. Machen 
Griffiths, Edward, Paul st, Finsbury, Cabinet Maker. Aug 8 at 4 at 
offices of Wells, Paternoster row 
Harkins, William Henry, Bristol, Painter, Aug 9 at 2 at offices of 
Tribe and Co, Albien chambers, Bristol. Fussell and Co, Briatel 
Hayward, Anne, Market Drayton, Salop, Innkeeper. 
the Royal Hotel, Nantwich rd, Crewe. Pearson, Market aaron 
Hageldine, Charles, Bath, Rating House Keeper. Aug 7 at $9 at offices 
of Titley, Orange grove, Bat 
Holmes, Henry Cane!, G! ter, wor. Aug 9 at 2.30 at the 
Bell Hote], Gloucester. Taynton and Son, Gloucester 
How, Thomas, and Henry Philip How, Castle st east, Oxford st, Book- 
binders. Aug 7 at 2 at offices of Morphett and Hanson, Cheapside. 
Pettiver, College st, Col'ege hill 
Jones, Simon, Borthygest, Carnarvon, Shipbailder. Aug § at 3 at the 
Commercial Hotel, Portmato:, Jones and Jones, Po 
Kirby, Thomes, Woodville, Derey, Builder, Aug 8 at 12 at offices of 
Dowes and Musson, Market st, Ashby-de-la-Zouoh 
Laker, Arthur, Gaterham Valley, Survey, Farmer, Aug 6 at 3 at offices 
of Wood, Basinghall at 
kage. Ja Great Wilbraham, Cambridge. Aug 9 at 1) at offices of 
‘outers and 


. » . 
J “tS B 


Aug 12 at 1 at 





Imperial Hotel, Cornwallis st, Barre w-in-Parness, 
row-in- Furness 
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Mann, Robert, Norfolk terrace, Bayswater, Greengrocer. Aug 5at10 } Ashworth, James, Burslem, Stafford, Colliery Proprietor. Aug 9 at tt 

at 28, Red Lion sq, Holborn. Morris at the North Stafford Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent. Ramwell ang 00, 
Mason. Joseph, Dariaston, Stafford, Beer Retailer, Aug 6 at 10.15 at Bolton 

the Stork Hotel, Walsall. Bitl Baker, George Henry, Derby, Fish Dealer. Aug 12 at 2 at offices of 
Matthews, William, Egremont, Cumberland, Watchmaker. Aug 13 oody, Corn Market, Derby 

at 12 at offices of Atter, New Lowther st, Whitehaven Barker, George, Whittlestord, Cambridge, Butcher. Aug 12 at 3 at 
Mediand, William, Darville rd, South Newington, Drug Agent. Aug 9 offices of Peed and Turner, Benet st, Cambridge 

at 3 at offices of Ley and Brocklesby, Water lane, Great Tower st Baxter, Alfred, Leeds, Grocer. Aug 12 at 3 at offices of Pullan, Bank 
McNamara, Francis William, Blackpool, Printer. Aug 10 at 12 at the Chambers, Park row 

Fleece Inn, Market st, Blackpool. Clarke, Blackpool Bean, Alfred, Garforth, nr Leeds, out of business. Aug12at3at Officey 


Mitchell, Cornelius Lewis, Long Acre, Ink Manufacturer. Aug3 at 1 
at offices of Hope, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Monks, James, Bolton, Joiner. Aug7 at 11 at offices of Scoworoft, 
Townhall sq, Bolton P 

Montgomery, Robert, York, Provision Dealer, Aug 7 at 11 at offices of 
Thompson, jun, Lenda), York i 

Morris, Frederick, Rotherhithe, Surrey, Tar Distiller. Aug 12 at 12 at 
145, Cheapside. . Robinson, Christchurch passage, Newgate st 

Oliver, John, Coldharbour lane Camberwell, Builder. Aug9 at 2 at 
the Inns of Court Hotel, Lin coln’s inn fields. Walker and Co, Fur- 
nival’s inn 

Parks, Samuel, Pimlico walk, Hoxton, Tailor. Aug 13 at 2 at ofSces 
of Perry, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st 

Peers, John, Lower Tranmere, Cheshire, Coal Merchant. Aug 7 at 3 at 
offices of Moore, Duncan st, Birkenhead 

Perey, George William, Reading, Plumber. Aug 7 at 11 at offices of 
Dodd, Friar st, Reading 

Plevey, Edward, Bewdley, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Aug 8 at 
3.30 at offices of Corbet and Co, Baxter chambers, Church st, Kidder- 
minster 

Pool, Joseph, Gorleston, Suffolk, Shopkeeper. 
of Cowl, South Quay, Great Yarmouth 

Prior, William Dyster, and Alfred George Prior, Halstead, Essex, 
Builders. Aug 9 at 12 at offices of Prior, Head st, Colchester 

Raine, William, Washington, Durham, Grocer. Aug 9 at 3 at 32, 
Grainger st west, Newcastle-upon-Tyae. Richardson, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne 

Reed, Waiter John, Bath, Cabinet Manufacturer. Aug 6 at 12 at offices 
of Ricketts, Paragon, Bath 

Reynolds, William, Card:ff, Baker. Aug 9 at 12 at offices of Hern, 
Working st, Cardiff. Miller, Cardiff 

Riddel, Robert, Manchester, Hardware Dealer. 
of Heath and Sons, Swan st, Manchester 

Roberison, George, Stimford place, Buckingham Palace rd, Manager 
& an Engineer. Aug 2 at 3 at offices of Holland, St Swithin’s 
ane 

Shanks, David, Seaforth, nr Liverpool, Coal Merchant. Aug 12 at 3 
at offices of Gibson and Co, South John st, Liverpool. Bartley, 
Liverpool 

Shejley, John, Trysull, Stafford, Farmer. Aug 16 at 3 at offices of 
Willeock, Queen’s chambers, North st, Wolverhampton 

Smith, John Samuel, Blackman st, Borough, Indiarubber Manufac- 
turer. Aug9atl1l atthe Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Cotton, 
St Martin’s-le-Grand 

Smith, William, Bristol, out of business. Aug 7 at 2 at offices of 
Clifton, Broad st, Brietol 

Steadman, Charles, Morley, York, Grocer, Aug8 at 2 at the Com- 
mercial Hotel, Albion st, Leeds. Wooler, Batley 

Sugden, Joseph, Halifax, Drysalter. Aug 7 at 11 at offices of Emmet 
and Walker, Harrison rd, Halifax 

Teasdale, Joseph William, Middlesborough, out of business. Aug 7 at 
3 at offices of Harrison and Co, Zetland rd, Middlesborough 

Teece, James (and not Feece), Eyton, Salop, out of business. Aug 9 
at 11 at offices of Morris, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Tippett, James Joseph, Green st, Bethnal Green, Grocer. Aug 16 at 
2 at offices of Morphett and Ganson, Cheapside. Pettiver, College st, 
Coliege hill 

Titmass, Wi liam, St Albans, Hertford, Painter. Aug 7 at 11 at offices 
of Simpson, St Peter st, St Albans 

Trattles, Jobn, jun, Coatham, nr Redcar, Ship Broker. Aug 9 at 11 at 
offces of Stubbs, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Trigg, John, Calverley rd, Tunbridge Wells, Greengrocer. Aug % at 
12 at the Camden Hotel, Tunbridge Welis. Andrew aod Cheale, 
Tunbridge Welis 

Tucker, Richard, Bridport, Dorset, Builder. Aug 8 at 2.15 at the 
Gres hound Hotel, Bridport. Watts, Yeovil 

Wainman, Willism, Farnworth, Lancaster, Builder. Aug 9 at 3 at 
offices of Dutton, Hotel st, Bolton 

Ward, William, Kendal, Builder. Aug 14 at 2 at the ‘Commercial 
Hotel, Kendal. Dodson, Kendal 

White, George, Victoria rd, Surbiton, Commercial Traveller. Aug 7 
at ll at the Napoleon Hotel, Farnham rd, Guildford. Durbidge, 
Gui dtord 

Whitehouse, Jobn, Tipton, Stafford, Greengrocer. Aug 6 at 11 at offices 
of Travis, Charch Jane, Tipton 

Wilton, Thomas, Balsa!] Heath, Worcester, out of business, Aug 6 at 
3 at offces of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Wiseman, John, Birmingham, Stationer, Aug 8 at 3 at offices of 
Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Witherden, Frederick William, Brighton, Ironmonger. Aug 7 at 2 at 
Bright ot Clennell and Fraser, Great James st, Bedford 1ow. Nye, 

tighton 

Wood, Allen, Lightcliffe, Halifax, Quarry Owner. Aug 7 at 11 at the 

Old Cock Hotel, Southgate, Halitax. Lancaster and Wright, Brad- 


ford 

Woodhead, Charles, Halifax, Slater. Aug7at 11 at the Brown Cow 
Hotel, Halifax. Leeming 

Youens, Jonn, Sigdon rd, Dalston, 
at offices of Young and Sons, Mark 


TurspaY, July 30, 1878. 
Alexander, Sylvester Sol:mon, Hatton garden, Diamond Merchant. 


Aug 13 at 11 at offices 


Aug 12 at 3 at offices 


rofessor of Music. Aug Gat 1 
lane 


Aug 6 at 2 at offices of Smsrt and Co, Cannon st. Harcourt and 
ur, Moorgate st 
Allday, Richard, Aston-juxta-Birmingham, Butcher. Avg 15 at 3 at 
offices of Luke and Sharp, Acnst, Birmingham. Sadler 
Sutton Coldfield 


and Eddowes, 





of Lodge, Park row, Leeds 

Bennett, George, Darlington, Beerhouse keeper. Aug 9 at 11 at officas 
of Steavenson and Meek, Paradise terrace, Darlington 

Bird, Robert, Georgiana terrace, Acton, Builder. Aug 9 at 2 at office 
of Chandler, Coleman st. Pettiver, College st, College hill 

Blackburn, Richard Hare, Middlesborough, Draper. Aug 13 at 1] a 
8, York st, Manchester. Peacock, Middlesborough 

Blythe, Arthur John, Liverpool, Corn Dealer, Aug 13 at 3 at offices 
of Pemberton and Co, Harrington st, Liverpool 

Bomont, Robert, Worcester, Hairdresser. Aug 14 at 10.30 at offices of 
Miller, Broad st, Worcester 

Bonner, James, Birmingham, Ironfounder. 
Reece and Harris, New st, Birmingham 

Bradbury, William, Stoke-upon-Trent, Fish Dealer. 
offices of Stevenson, Cheapside, Hanley 

Bray, William Henry, Birmingham, Tobacconist. Aug 15 at 3 at officy 
of Simmons, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Breslauer, Louis, and Henry Alwyn Bevan Cole, Gracechurch at, 
Shinowners, Aug 15 at 2at the Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st. Crook 
and Smith, Abchurch lane 

Brice, Thomas, Roath, Cardiff, Grocer. Aug 13 at 2 at 19, Duke 
st, Cardiff, Griffith and Corbett, Cardiff 

Brooks, Joshua, Leds, Grocer. Aug 9 at 12 at offices of Malcolm, 
Park row, Leeds 

Brotherton, Richard, Bishop Auckland, Painter. Aug 9 at 12 at offices 
of Maw, jun, High Bondgate, Bishop Auckland 

Brown, Harry, Hucknall Torkard, Nottingham, Grocer. Aug ldat I? 
at offices of Fraser, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 

Brown, James, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer. Aug 13 at 2 at offices of 
Phillips, Corn st, Bristol. Salmon, Bristol 

Brown, Jonathan, Lytham, Lancashire, Watchmaker. Aug 15 at3at 
offices of Thompson, Lune st, Preston 

Burnham, George Henry, Chapel Bar, Nottingham, out of business, 
Aug 16 at 3 at offices of Lees, jun, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Calladine, George Maline, Northwich, Cheshire, Salt Boiler, Aug 8 at 
10.30 at offices of Pointon, Market st, Crewa 

Cartwright, Thomas, Stone, Stafford, Baker. Aug 12 at 2 at th 
Saracen’s Head Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent. Holtham, Stone 

Cartwright, William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dealer in Fancy Goods, 
Aug 9 at 2 at offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyno 

Clarke, Charles Frank, Birmingham, Auctioneer, Aug 9 at 3 at offices 
of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Clegg, Edward, Middlesborough, Draper. Aug 13 at 2 at offices of 
Chew and Sons. Swan st, Manchester 

Clements, John, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler. Aug 12 at 3% 
offices of Leman, Britannia chambers, Pelham st, Nottingham, 
Stafford, Nottingham : 

Cotterell, Charlton, Waterloo place, Turnham Green, China Dzaler, 
Aug 8 et 11 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Marshall, Kings 
West, Hammersmith 


Aug 7 at 12 at offices of 
Aug9 at li at 


Dale, John Harries, Blaina, Monmouth, Innkeeper, Aug 13 at LM 
at the Castle Hotel, Blaiua. Morgan, Pontypool 
Davies, John, Aston-juxta-Birmingham, Carpenter. Aug 9 at 3 & 


offices of Parr, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Davies, John Lewston, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Timber Merchant. Ang 
14 at 2 at 19, Duke st, Cardiff. Randall, Bridgend 

Day, William, Osnaburgh st, Regent’s park, Cabinet Maker. Aug If 
at 11 at offices of Child, South sq, Gray’s inn 

Deakin, James, and James Thomas Deakin, Birmingham Heath, Bit 
mingham, Gasfitters. Avg 13 at 11 at offices of Solomon, Ann st, 
Birmingham 

Deatheridge, Walter Henry, Lozells, Birmingham, Jeweller. Aug 1b 
10 at offices of Duke, Temple row, Birmingham 

Dedman, William, Balham, Suney, Builder. Aug 23 at 4 at offices of 
Swaine, Cheapside 

Eardley, Thomas, Congleton, Che:hire, Saidler. Aug 15 at 11 at offices 
of Cooper, Townhall chambers, Congleton 

Eddison, George, Dewsbury, Shoemaker. Aug 12 at 10.30 at offices 
Ridgway and Ridgway, Union st, Dewsbury 

Elstone, Richard Gilbert, Liverpool, Grocer. Aug 12 at 3 at offices of 
Lupton, Harrington st, Liverpool 

Erwood, John Edward, and Richard Marshal Saulez, Ludgate circa 
buildings, Paper Hangings Dealers. Aug 15 at ll at offices & 
Vanderpump, Gray’s inn sq 

Eyre. Isaac, Chesterfield, Derby, Dealer in Sewing Machines. Aug % 
at 2 at the Star Aotel, Chesterfield. Stanton, Chesterfield 

Fawcett, James, Liversedge, York, Manufacturer, Aug 14 at 12 at the 
New Inn, Bradford. Rhodes 

Forman, George James, Edward Jones, and Frederick John Garner, 
Manchester, Merchants. Aug 9 at 4 at 8, York st, Manchester. Boote 
and Edgar, Manchester 

Foster, Alfred John, Gladstone place, Hornsey rd, Greengrocer. A0g 
8 at 4at 19, Worship st, Finsbury. Fenton, Highgate 

Frosst, Samuel Mann, Balsall Heath, nr Birmingham, -pas 
Manufacturer. Aug 13 at 12 at offices of Grove, Atlas chambers 
Paradise st, Birmingham 

Fuchs, Richard, Drury lane, Baker. Aug 8 at 8 at offices of Jenkins, 
Tavistock st, Strand 

Ganz, Abraham, Thornhill rd, Barnsoury, Butcher. Aug 8 at 2 & 
offices of Payne, Finsbury pavement 

Glover, Edward, Frederick Andersov, and Henry Anderson, Kingstot% 
upon-Hull, Timber Merchants. Ang 12 at 3 at offices of Lowe 330 

» Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Godfrey, William, St Thomas the Apostle, Dsvon, Licensed Victualler. 
Ang 10 at 3.30 at the Moreton Inn, Oowick st, St Thomas the 
Apostle, Hartnoll 

| Greenhalgh,: James, Salford, Lancashire, Builder. Aug 16 at 3 & 
offices of Acdieshaw and Warburton, Norfolk st, 
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Peter, and Robert Carr, Gilderaome, Leeds, Railway 
“= Builders. Aug 12 at 2 at offices of Simpson and Burrell, 
Leeds 
ue Thomas, Birmingham, Furniture Broker. Aug 15 at 11 
at offices of Simmons, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Berman, Mark, Basinghall st. Aug l4at2 at 13, Southampton st, 
bury. Goldring and Jukes 
William Rowland, and Arthur Henry Newbold, Liverpool, 
Weighing Machine Manufacturers, Aug 12 at 2 at offices of Green, 
Liverpool 
enry Sharples, Blackburn, Builder. Aug 14 at 3 at offices 
of Backhouse, St John’s place, Blackburn 
James, Radnor terrace, Kensington, Smith. Aug7at 3 at 
offices of Parkes, Beaufort buildings, Strand 
Hughes, James, Leyton, Essex, Plumber. Aug 7 at 10.15 at offices of 
George, Clifton terrace, Beechcroft rd, Leyton 
i William, Liverpoo!, Builder. Aug 14 at 3 at offices of Connor, 
, Liverpool. Greenway, Liverpool 
Humphreys, Edward, Briton Ferry, Glamorgan, Grocer. Aug9 at 1 
at the Swan Hotel, Bridge st, Bristol. Tennant and Jones, Aber- 


ion Frank, Brixton rd, Surrey, Oil Refiner, Aug 10 at 11 at offices 
of Jones, St Benet chambers. Fenchurch st 
Jenman, Alfred, Portsmouth, Poulterer. Aug 10 at 11 at offices of 
Whitehall, Union st, Portsea 
Job, Zephaniah, Polperro, Cornwall, Miller. Aug 9 at 12 at offices of 
, George st, Plymouth, Childs and Son, Liskeard 
, Henriette Georgietta, Margate, Boarding House Proprietor. 
Ang 12 at 1 at offices of Sankey and Co, Cecil sq, Margate. Walker 
and Walker, Furnival’s inn 
, Thomas, Redworth, Durham, Farmer. Aug 13 at 11 at offices 
of Wilkes, Northgate, Darlington 
Jones, Stephen John, Spurstowe rd, Hackney, Accountant. Aug 6 at 
12 at offices of Feast, Coleman st 
Jukes, Joseph, Liverpool, Builder. Ang 10 at 11 at offices of Fowler, 
Cable st, Liverpool : 
Keegan, John, Heaton Norris, Lancashire, Tailor. Aug 13 at 11 at 
offices of Vaughan and Sons, Tiviot Dale, Heaton Norris 
William Lobb, Auckland place, Battersea, Butcher. Aug 16 at 
12 at offices of Ambrose and Co, Grecian chambers, Devereux court, 


Tem 

FA William, Small Heath, Birmingham, Tailor. Aug 8 at 11 
at offices of Page, New st, Birmingham. Maunder, Birmingham 

, John Webber, Pontypridd, Brickman. Aug 10 at 10.30 at offices 

of Jones, Philharmonic chambers, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Lock, James, Wellington, Somerset, General Merchant. Ang 13 at 12 
at Mildon’s Half Moon Inn, Wellington. Taunton, Taunton 

Long, Charles Berkeley, Clifton, Bristol, out of business. Aug 10 at 
12 at offices of Clifton, Broad st, Bristol 

Lowe, James, Birmingham, French Polisher. Aug 12 at 11 at offices 
of Horton, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Mansfield, Richard, Hanley, Innkeep2r. Aug 15 at 11 at the Queen’s 
Hotel, Hanley. Ashmall, Hanley 

Martyn, Alfred, Gunnislake, Cornwall, Grocer. Aug 10 at 3 at offices 
of Curteis, St George’s hall, East Stonehouse 

Mawer, Walter Clarkson, Hich st, Notting hill, Upholsterer. Aug 20 
at 3 at offices of Andrew and Mason, Ironmonger lane. Downing 

May, William Henry, Bridgewater, Wine Merchant. Aug 15 at 12 at 
offices of Reed an d Cook, King sq, Bridgewater 

os William, Denmark hil), Camberwell, Builder. Aug 8 at 3 at 19, 

orship st, Finsbury. Fenton, Highgate 

Michelson, Henry, Devonshire place, Whitechapel rd, General Dealer. 
Aug 7 at 3 at offices of Cattlin, Wormwood st 

Morrell, Edward William, Birmingham, out of business. Aug 13 at 3 
at offices of Duke, Temple row, Birmingham 

O’Beirne, Dorothy, Masborough, York, Groc2r, Aug 13 at 2.30 at 
offices of Badger, Church st, Rotherham 

Oulsnam, Thomas Henry, Shelton, Stoke-upon-Trent, Draper. Aug 
18at3at the Copeland Arms Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent. Ashmali, 


y 
Parfitt, John, Hafod, Glamorgan, Butcher, Aug 10 at 12 at offices of 
Morgan, Mill st, Pontyprida 
nia Maurice Henry, and Benjamin Wilet Dowel, Queen Victoria 
st, Contractors. Aug!5 at 3 at offices of Barker, St Michael’s house, 
St Michael’s alley, Cornhill 
Potter, William Sharpe, Leicester, Builder. Aug 12 at 3 at offices of 
-Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 
tt, George, Widnes, Labeurer. Aug 16 at 2 at offices of Beasley, 
Victoria rd, Widnes 
Richardson, Henry, Derby, General Merchant. Aug 15 at 3 at offices 
of Hextall, Full st, Derby ‘ 
rtson, Alfred, Aston, nr Birmingham, ont of business, Aug 12 at 
3 at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Rossiter, John Henry, Upper Nash, Pembroke, Farmer. Aug 26 at 2 
at offices of Lock, Tenby 
Row, Alfred Lloyd, Ebury st, Pimlico, Bootmaker. Aug 165 at 2 at 
offices of Godfrey, Gresham buildings, Guildhall 
Royds, William, Birmingham, Provision Dealer. Aug 9 at 3 at offices 
of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Ruidie, James, Peterborough, Surveyor. Aug 12 at 11 at the White 
Lion Inn, Peterborough. Deacon and Wilkins, Peterborough 
» Thomas, Doncaster, Bootmaker. Aug 10 at 2.30 at offices of 
Heathcote, French gate, Doncaster 
Shepherd, George, Sittingbourne, Painter, Aug 13 at 11 at the 
— = Sittingbourne, Glyn, Southampton buildings, 
ry lane 
Smith, William Grove, Portsmouth, House Decorator. Aug 12 at 4 at 
of King, North st, Portsea 
Stamp, Philip, irmingham, Builder, Aug 12 at 3 at offices of Horton, 
ore row, Birmingham 
Stangebye, Nicolai, Middlesborough, Provision Merchant. Avg 13 at 
2.30 at Griffith’s Temperance Hotel, Linthorpe rd, Middlesborough, 
P inbridge and Burnley, Middlesborough 
Maples, Henry, Leicester, Haberdasher. Aug 12 at 11 at offices of 
Sat Sok, Bradford, Frater A f 
y ford, Fruiterer, 14 at 11 at offices of Hutchinson 
illy chambers, Piccadilly, Br ! 





B 
Taylor, Charles, Li 4g 
Mint! Les ineeia, Builder. Avg 10 at 11 at offices of Durance, 


Taylor, Frederic Hill, and William George Clark, West Hartlepool,. 
Steamship Owners. Aug 13 a1 3 at offices of Bell, Courch st, West 


a ol 

Taylor, John, East Cowes, Builder. Aug 14 at 3 at the Crown Hotel, 
West Cowes. Damant and Co, West Cowes 

Thacker, Charles, Dronfield, Derby, Grocer. Aug 12 at 8 at offices of 
Cutts and Co, Market Hall chambers, Chesterfield 

Thomas, Edward, Chippenham, Tobacco Dealer, Aug 9 at 3 at offices» 
of Clifton, Broad st, Bristol 

Thorley, Henry, Longton, Baker. Aug 12 at 12 at 23, Commerce st, 
Longton. Adderley and Marfleet . 

Tomlinson, Benjamin, Lei » C ission Agent. Aug 13 at 3 at 
offices of Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 

Tuppen, George Harry, Brighton, Licensed Victualler. Aug 12 at 3 
at offices of Goodman, North st, Brighton 

Turner, William, Bradford, Milliner. Aug 9at3 at offices of Brown- 
ing, Queensgate, Bradford 

Turton, George, Wolverhampton, Grocer. Aug 14 at 10 at offices of 
Green, Corporation st, Wolverhampton 

Wakefield, Frederick, Spital sq, Bishopsgate st without, Draper. Ang 
13 at 2 at the Guildaall Coffee house, Gresham st. Sole and Co, 
Aldermanbury 

Walker, Joseph, Barnsley, Printer. Aug 12 at 11 at offices of Dibb 
and Co, Regent st, Barnsley 

Warrington, William, Leeds, Provision Merchant. Aug 9 at 3 at 
offices of Simpson and Barrell, Albion st, Leeds 

Wickings, George Challass, Dorking, Harness Maker. Aug 15 at 3 at 
19, Worship st, Finsbury. Fenton, Highgate 

Wigley, John, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Grocer. Aug 9 at 3 at offices of 
Clegg and Sons, Bank st, Sheffield 

Wilkins, Arthur George, Brierley hill, Stafford, Boot Dealer. Aug 12 
at 3 at offices of Buller and Bickley, Bennett's hill, Birminghom 

Wolfskehl, William, Liverpool, out of business. Aug 9 at2 atoffices of 
Etty, Lord st, Liverpool 

Wootton, George, Bedford, Bicycle Maker. Aug 12 at 12 at offices of 
Conquest and Clare, Duke st, Bedford 

Young, John, North Shields, Builder. Aug 8 at 4 at offices of White- 
horn, Saville st, North Shields 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Gnaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it “‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfa:t, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aod Children.” ‘ 

Highly commended by the entira Medical Press.? 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTINA A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
veuile Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 
hibited. 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 33., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZE2 & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 

57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 

Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his perfectly 
painless system of adapting 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 

ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 

















Ready on the 6th, Price 5s. No. CCXXIX. for AUGUST. 


r hr LAW MAGAZINE and REVIEW, and 
QUARTERLY DIGEST OF ALL REPORTED CASES. 
I. German Jurists and Roman Law. By Mr. Justice MARKBY. 
II. Registration of Deeds affecting Land. By ALEXANDER 
ROBERTSON, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
III. Copyright Reform in Belgium, Spain, and England. 
IV. Our Unpaid Magistracy. By W. E. BALL, LL.B., Barrister-st- 
aw. 
Y. Marriage Articles and Privity of Contract. By H. W. BOYD 
MACKAY, B.A. LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. 
VI. Select Cases: Scottish. By HUGH BARCLAY, LL.D. 
VII. Legal Obituary of the Quarter. 
VIII. Reviews of New Books, 
IX. Quarterly Notes. 
X. Quarterly Digest of all Reported Cases. 
Collective Table of Cases and Index of Subjects. 
Stevens & Harwnes, Bell Yard, Temple Bar. 


Just published, price 2s, 6d. 
CALE of COSTS and FEES in the CHANCERY 
and COMMON LAW DIVISIONS of the HIGH COURT of 
JUSTICE. Re-arranged by E. F. BULLEMER HARSTON, Solicitor. 
Sporriswoopr & Co,, 87, Chancery-lane, 


To BARRISTERS, SOLICITORS, and OTHERS, 
AUSE LISTS and all other OFFICIAL PUB- 
LICATIONS for the CHANCERY, COMMON LAW, PROBATE 
and ADMIRALTY DIVISIONS are supplied to Subscribers at £22s. 
r Annum.—Pablishing Office, 1, Warwick-court, Holborn (opposite 
bancery-lane). 
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1 .\HE STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE COM- 
. A > 
EsTaBLisHepd 1825,—Constituted by Special Acts of Parliament. 


ANNUAL REPORT, 1878. 


The FIFTY-SECOND ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING of the 
‘Company was held at Edinburgh on Tuesday, the 23rd of April, 1878. 
COLIN J. MACKENZIE, Esq., of Portmore, in the Chair, when the 
following results were communicated :— 

Amount proposed for assurance during the year 1877 





(2,300 propoSals) ..++0. ceceee+-seccceesseoceveses £1,746,841 2 10 
Amount of assurances accepted during the year 1877 

(1,872 PoliGies) .ccsesseve ---0+- evevcsccccccevwe 1,884,879 8 12 
Annual Premiums on New Policies daring the year 

GOUT: % dar bechiecin ous te pank-ovwaninve eure TASEO 8.20 
Claims by death during the year 1877, exclusive 

DOnUS AGGItIONS .....ceccceccccsecccrcesccccseesee 413,875 2 7 





Amount of assurances accepted during the last five 

YOATS.c-ccersccccecccecsecvccccreesnesssescesesee 6,327,788 10 3 
Subsisting assurances at November 15, 1877 (of which 

£1,457,709 1s. 10d. is re-assured with other offices) 18,902,853 12 0 

Revenue, upwards of Three Quarters of a Million Sterling por 
Annum. 

{nvested Funds, upwards of Five Millions and a Quarter Sterling, 

The Report, Tables of Rates, and all further information can be 
obtained by application at the offices of the Company in London, 
Edinburgh, and Dublin, or at any of the Agencies which have been 
established in almost every town of importance throughout the 
kiredom. 

Colonial and Foreign Assurances.—Assurances granted on the lives 
of persons proceeding abroad. Branch offices and agencies in India 
and all the British Colonies, 

SPENCER C. THOMSON, Manager. 
H, JONES WILLIAMS, General Secretary for England. 

London—82, King William-street, E.C., and 3, Pall-mall-east, 8, W. 

Edinburgh—3 and 5, George-street (Head Office), 
Dublin—66, Upper Sackville-street, 
Manchester—110, King-street, 


AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to upwards of 
£1,500,000 sterling. 
hairman—James Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-build 
ing, Temple. 


Deputy-Chairman—C. Pemserton, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor 
44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 


The Directors invite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
is tree from all conditions. 


The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent. 


Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 
FRANK M‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 


HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON 


Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shangh ai, Hong Kong, 








HE 


Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms eus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100, 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :~ 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 
uy on, 

Bits iesued at the current exchange ofthe day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection, 

Sanes anp Purcnases effected in British and foreign securities, in 
Fast India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same under- 

Interest drawn and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized 


Every other description of banking business and money agency, 
British and Indiau transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman. 








LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
i “hygroma GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 


direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
ef his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 
f ail pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continne¢é 
sapport.—N.&. One copy of ad vertisement only required, and the strictest 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for adverstise 
ment and file of ‘* London Gaztte” kept, By appointment. 





VM ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 
FA LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 
investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 
and may be obtained ,free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, K.C., 





or will be sent by postin return for two stamps,—Particulars for inser- 
tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 








of the preceding month. 


EDE AND 30XN 


ROBE BSR MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
ToHe Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bene 
Corporation of London, &c, 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY S CLERGY GOWNS, g 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 


WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS 
192, Fleet-street, and 1 & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E,0, 


Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 204, 
Drart Paper, 5s., 6s. 6d., 7s. 6d., 7s. 9d.,and 9s. 9d. per ream, 
Brier Parer, 15s, 6d., 17s. 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

Footscap Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s. 6d. per ream. 

CREAM-LAID Nore, 3s., 4s., and 53. per ream. 

Lare@et CakaM-Latp Nore, 4s. 64., 6s. 64., and 8s. per ream, 

Large Buve Nore, 3s, 6d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. perream. 

Envecorss, Cream on Buve, 3s, 9d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per 1000, 

Tue “ Tempe’? ENVELOPE, extra secure, 9s. 6d, per 1000, 

FootscaP Orrroran Envetores, ls. 9d. per 100. 

Partripce & Cooper’s Vettum Wove Otvus-Hovsr Norte, 98,64, 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthig 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observeths 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, ‘‘PARTRIDGES 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,”  withey 
which none is genuine, 

INDENTURE SKINS, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s. 5d. each, 20s,pa 
doz., 1358, per roll. 

— oR Fottowers, Ruled, 2s, 1d, each, 243. per dozen, 1ligpe 
roll. 

Records of Memortats, 8d, each, 7s. 6d. per dozen. 


Ledgers, Day Books, Cash Books, Let‘er or Minute Books 
An immense stock in various bin dings. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisitc onder the above Acts supplied on the shortest notit 

















The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily 
in the properform for registration and distribution. SHAR 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. 0 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. Oom 
panies Fee Stamps Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books.., 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fle 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


LAW COPYING OFFICE, 


75, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 


NO CHARGE FOR PAPER. 
DOCUMENTS COPIED 1d. per folio, Engrossed 


2d. per folio. 
PLANS COPIED. 
LAW and GENERAL PRINTING. 
LAW and GENERAL LITHOGRAPHY. 
LAW and GENERAL STATIONERY. 
PARCHMENT.—Indentures ruled and red lined 


for 15, 20, and 30 folios, 24s. dozen ; Followers, 22s, dozen. 
ACCOUNT BOOKS of Every Description. 
DIE SINKING and STAMPING. 
COPYING and LEVER PRESSES. 


EDWARD TANN, 
75, CHANCERY LANE, & 308, HIGH HOLBORE: 


Samples forwarded. Estimates given. 


ALKER’S ORYSTAL CASE WATCHES are 

superseding all others,—Prize Medals, London, 1662 Poe 
1867. Gold from £16 15s,; Silver from £6 6s,—68, Cornhills 
Regent-street; 76, Strand, 























Andrew: 
Burkinst 
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